To: kreutzer.david@epamail.epa.gov[kreutzer.david@epamail.epa.gov]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Mon 1/23/2017 2:53:19 PM

Subject:  blurb for release

Good morning David,

Did you get a chance to send me a blurb for our beach head member release?

Ericksen
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To: Schnare, David[schnare.david@epa.gov]; Greaves, Holly[greaves.holly@epa.gov]; Sugiyama,
George[sugiyama.george@epa.gov]; Schwab, Justin[schwab.justin@epa.gov]; Munoz,
Charles[munoz.charles@epa.gov]; Davis, Patrick[davis.patrick@epa.gov]

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Wed 3/15/2017 5:28:44 PM

Subject: Benton letter

I have the Benton letter in my office in 3312. Stop to sign and I will also try to track you guys
down.

Ericksen
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To: Hale, Michelle[hale.michelle@epa.gov]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Thur 5/11/2017 7:32:30 PM

Subject: Re: Doug Ericksen

Thanks again for the effort. I understand. It is not easy for the Administrator to clean up 8§ years
of Obama mess.

I will stop by tomorrow to thank you in person.
Doug Ericksen
Sent from my iPhone

On May 11, 2017, at 3:26 PM, Hale, Michelle <hale.michelle@epa.gov> wrote:

I regret that this didn’t work out. Sydney and Ryan are aware of your desire to speak via
phone at some point. Best wishes in WA!

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Wednesday, May 10, 2017 2:29 PM
To: Hale, Michelle <hale.michelle(@epa.gov>
Subject: Doug Ericksen

Michelle,

It is starting to look like a meeting with the Administrator is not in the cards for this week.

I appreciate the effort on your end and understand completely the many requests for time
you receive every day for an already tight schedule.

If I am not able to meet with the Administrator before I head back to the West Coast,
perhaps a phone call could be arranged at some point.
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We are in a special extended session in Washington State and budget votes may be
occurring next week.

All of the best to you.

Doug Ericksen

Personal Phone/Ex. 6
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To: Ari Natter[anatter5@bloomberg.net]

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Wed 1/25/2017 10:36:33 PM

Subject: RE: EPA study review by political appointees?

No this is not accurate and | had a conversation with Michael Biescker. | was referring to
temporary actions on the web page and Michael translated that to what he wrote in the first
sentence. The first sentence is not accurate. | trust it was due to a misunderstanding between
myself and Michael.

Doug Ericksen

From: Ari Natter (BLOOMBERG/ NEWSROOM:) [mailto:anatter5@bloomberg.net]
Sent: Wednesday, January 25, 2017 5:25 PM

To: Ericksen.doug@epamail.epa.gov

Subject: EPA study review by political appointees?

Hey Doug --

Sorry to bug you twice in one day, but I'm trying to confirm this AP story. Can you say if
it is correct that EPA political appointees will be reviewing agency data and studies
before they can be released to public?

Thanks for any help you can provide.

PA Science Under Scrutiny By Trump Political Staff

By MICHAEL BIESECKER and SETH BORENSTEIN

Washington (AP) -- The Trump administration is mandating that any studies or data
from scientists at the Environmental Protection Agency undergo review by political
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appointees before they can be released to the public.

The communications director for President Donald Trump's transition team at EPA,
Doug Ericksen, said Wednesday the review also extends to content on the federal
agency's website, including details of scientific evidence showing that the Earth's
climate is warming and man-made carbon emissions are to blame.

Former EPA staffers said Wednesday the restrictions imposed under Trump far exceed
the practices of past administrations.

Ericksen said no orders have been given to strip mention of climate change from
Www.epa.gov , saying no decisions have yet been made.

"We're taking a look at everything on a case-by-case basis, including the web page and
whether climate stuff will be taken down," Erickson said in an interview with The
Associated Press. "Obviously with a new administration coming in, the transition time,
we'll be taking a look at the web pages and the Facebook pages and everything else
involved here at EPA."

Asked specifically about scientific data collected by agency scientists, such as routine
monitoring of air and water pollution, Ericksen responded, "Everything is subject to
review."

Trump press secretary Sean Spicer appeared to distance the president from the issue
Wednesday, telling reporters the communications clampdown at EPA wasn't directed by
the White House.

George Gray, the assistant administrator for EPA's Office of Research and
Development during the Republican administration of President George W. Bush, said
scientific studies were reviewed usually at lower levels and even when they were
reviewed at higher levels, it was to give officials notice about the studies — not for
editing of content.

"Scientific studies would be reviewed at the level of a branch or a division or laboratory,"
said Gray, now professor of public health at George Washington University.
"Occasionally things that were known to be controversial would come up to me as
assistant administrator and | was a political appointee. Nothing in my experience would
go further than that."

"There's no way to win if you try to change things," Gray said.
The EPA's 14-page scientific integrity document, enacted during the Obama
administration, describes how scientific studies were to be conducted and reviewed in

the agency. It said scientific studies should eventually be communicated to the public,
the media and Congress "uncompromised by political or other interference.”

ED_001612_00022085-00002



The scientific integrity document expressly "prohibits managers and other Agency
leadership from intimidating or coercing scientists to alter scientific data, findings or
professional opinions or inappropriately influencing scientific advisory boards." It
provides ways for employees who know the science to disagree with scientific reports
and policies and offers them some whistleblower protection.

The AP and other media outlets reported earlier this week that emails sent internally to
EPA staff mandated a temporary blackout on media releases and social media activity,
as well as a freeze on contract approvals and grant awards.

Ericksen said Tuesday that the agency was preparing to greenlight nearly all of the $3.9
billion in pending contracts that were under review. Ericksen said he could not
immediately provide details about roughly $100 million in distributions that will remain
frozen.

The uncertainty about the contract and grant freeze coupled with the lack of information
flowing from the agency since Trump took office have raised fears that states and other
recipients could lose essential funding for drinking water protection, hazardous waste
oversight and a host of other programs.

The agency also took a potential first step Tuesday toward killing environmental rules
completed as President Barack Obama's term wound down. At least 30 were targeted in
the Federal Register for delayed implementation, including updated pollution rulings for
several states, renewable fuel standards and limits on the amount of formaldehyde that
can leach from wood products.

Follow AP environmental reporter Biesecker at Twitter.com/mbieseck

Ari Natter

Reporter
Bloomberg News
202-807-2243 office
202-445-5555 cell
@AriNatter
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To: Konkus, John[konkus.jchn@epa.gov]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Mon 3/13/2017 5:54:34 PM

Subject: FW: OPA Clips 3/13/17

These stories are such a joke of the propaganda left.

Would you be interested in having several climate scientists weigh in on the side of what Pruitt
said?

Or do you think it best to just let it sit. It will be the recurring theme in the coming weeks, and [
think taking the offensive is not a bad idea.

Ericksen

From: McGonagle, Kevin

Sent: Monday, March 13, 2017 1:14 PM

To: So, Katherine <so.katherine@epa.gov>; Mccabe, Catherine <McCabe.Catherine@epa.gov>;
Reeder, John <Reeder.John@epa.gov>; Flynn, Mike <Flynn.Mike@epa.gov>; Grantham, Nancy
<Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov>; Hull, George <Hull.George@epa.gov>; Slotkin, Ron
<slotkin.ron@epa.gov>; Sowell, Sarah <Sowell.Sarah@epa.gov>; Hart, Daniel
<Hart.Daniel@epa.gov>; Orquina, Jessica <Orquina.Jessica@epa.gov>; Actadmmccabe,
Catherinel 7 <Actadmmccabe.catherinel7@epa.gov>; Benton, Donald
<benton.donald@epa.gov>; Bangerter, Layne <bangerter.layne@epa.gov>; Davis, Patrick
<davis.patrick@epa.gov>; Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>; Konkus, John
<konkus.john@epa.gov>; Greaves, Holly <greaves.holly@epa.gov>; Kreutzer, David
<kreutzer.david@epa.gov>; Munoz, Charles <munoz.charles@epa.gov>; Schnare, David
<schnare.david@epa.gov>; Schwab, Justin <schwab.justin@epa.gov>; Sugiyama, George
<sugiyama.george@epa.gov>; Jackson, Ryan <jackson.ryan@epa.gov>; Valentine, Julia
<Valentine.Julia@epa.gov>; AO OPA Media Relations <AO_OPA_ Media_Relations@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: OPA Clips 3/13/17

Below: E&FE News (4), Bloomberg, Washington Examiner, The Hill, Reuters (via New York
Times), E&E News, Reuters, BNA (2), Politico Pro, E&E News, The Hill, The Hill (3/11)
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E&E News

hitp://www . eenews.net/sreenwire/2017/03/13/stories/1060051373

Enviros demand records on Pruitt's climate stance

By Hannah Hess 3/13/17

The Natural Resources Defense Council has filed a Freedom of Information Act request with
U.S. EPA for all documents or meetings that influenced Administrator Scott Pruitt's
controversial statement to CNBC concerning humans' contribution to climate change.

Pruitt raised doubts over whether carbon dioxide is the main driver behind global warming
during a Thursday interview, contradicting the scientific consensus on climate change
(Greenwire, March 9).

NRDC is seeking all records that Pruitt considered or relied upon to develop his understanding
of humans' contribution to climate change and records of all meetings, telephone calls or other
discussions he held, including schedules of such meetings, to discuss humans' contribution to
climate change.

"This is crazy talk," said NRDC's Ben Longstreth, senior attorney in the Climate and Clean Air
Program, on Friday.

"Pruitt's belief is so confounding, so contrary to established science and, frankly, even apparently
inconsistent with his own past statements, NRDC wants to know what prompted him to make
that claim and to out himself as a true climate denier," Longstreth said in a blog post.

The request is timely, with President Trump expected to formally begin dismantling the Clean
Power Plan — the Obama administration's signature rule on carbon pollution — tomorrow with
an "energy independence" executive order (E&E Daily, March 13).

Pruitt told the Senate Environment and Public Works Committee during his confirmation
hearing, "Science tells us that the climate is changing and that human activity in some manner
impacts that change."

NRDC wants to know what may have changed Pruitt's view since then.

"We need to know who he has met with to talk about climate science and what articles he's been
reading to help answer that question," Longstreth said.

E&E News
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hitp://www.eenews.net/greenwire/2017/03/13/stories/ 1060051375

Senate EPW counsel signs up to advise Pruitt

By Kevin Bogardus 3/13/17

The Inhofe infantry is becoming a full-fledged army at U.S. EPA.

Mandy Gunasekara, majority counsel on the Senate Environment and Public Works Committee,
is joining EPA as a senior policy adviser to Administrator Scott Pruitt, according to sources.
Bloomberg BNA first reported Gunasekara's move.

Gunasekara first joined the EPW panel in January 2015 to work on the Clean Air Act and
climate change under then-Chairman Jim Inhofe (R-Okla.).

She came to the committee after a brief stint at the National Association of Chemical
Distributors.

Gunasekara previously worked as counsel for Rep. Bob Latta (R-Ohio) and as counsel for the
Senate Health, Education, Labor and Pensions Committee.

She earned her law degree from the University of Mississippi School of Law and has a bachelor's
degree in communication and media studies from Mississippi College, according to her LinkedIn
profile.

Gunasekara is the latest Inhofe aide to come to EPA.

Ryan Jackson, a former chief of staff for the Oklahoma senator, is now serving as Pruitt's chief
of staff, while Byron Brown, who was an EPW Committee staffer under Inhofe, is deputy chief
of staff at EPA. Another former Inhofe aide, Andrew Wheeler, is in the running to be deputy
administrator (Greenwire, March 3).

Scott Segal, an energy lobbyist at Bracewell LLP, told E&E News that it was a great move by
EPA to bring Gunasekara on board.

"Mandy is very smart, with a great background on Clean Air Act and carbon issues. She was a
tremendous asset on the committee, hardworking and dedicated. She will bring great additional
strength to the senior EPA staff," Segal said.

E&E News

=

htip://www.eenews.net/ercenwire/2017/03/13/stories/1060051353

Pruitt's office overwhelmed with angry phone calls
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3/13/17

U.S. EPA chief Scott Pruitt has been deluged with phone calls after he disputed human-caused
climate change last week.

The call volume was so high that agency officials created an impromptu call center. It appears
that a Reddit post with Pruitt's number sparked the event.

It is unusual for citizens to target a Cabinet official, but Pruitt's comments, which go against
established science, touched a nerve. EPA's website blames global warming on human influence.

On Friday, the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration said the level of carbon
dioxide in the atmosphere rose at a record pace for the second straight year (Eilperin/Dennis,
Washington Post, March 11). — NB

E&E News

hitp://www . eenews.net/greenwire/2017/03/13/stories/1060051368

Meteorologists rebuke Pruitt for CO2 comment

By Hannah Hess 3/13/17

The head of the American Meteorological Society issued the latest rebuke today to U.S. EPA
Administrator Scott Pruitt's statement that he does not believe carbon dioxide is a major cause of
global warming.

Reams of evidence support the view that carbon dioxide is a major heat-trapping gas, AMS
Executive Director Keith Seitter wrote in a letter to Pruitt after the former Oklahoma attorney
general's controversial interview on CNBC (Greenwire, March 9).

"We are not familiar with any scientific institution with relevant subject matter expertise that has
reached a different conclusion," Seitter wrote, noting that thousands of scientific bodies around
the world have affirmed the link.

AMS, a global leader on climate science, represents more than 13,000 scientists, researchers,
educators and broadcast meteorologists — many of whom have been contradicting Pruitt's claims

on air.

Weather Channel meteorologist Carl Parker said Friday that Pruitt's statements were false. Parker
showed viewers a chart showing the rise in the average global temperature coinciding with the
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rise in carbon emissions since the beginning of the Industrial Revolution.

"It is simply not true that there is disagreement among scientists, and there have been multiple
studies that have shown that ... 97 percent of climate scientists agree that climate change is a man-
made phenomenon," Parker said.

Veteran NBC weatherman Al Roker debunked Pruitt's claim during an appearance on "MSNBC
Live," explaining that there is "no credible science or scientist" to support Pruitt's statement.

Roker also discussed the importance of climate science at EPA, with the Trump administration
recommending budget cuts (E&E Daily, March 1).

"Well, I think hopefully cooler heads will prevail upon him to say we need to continue to
research this," Roker said.

Seitter's message was cordial. AMS understands and accepts that different conclusions may be
reached, he noted. "But mischaracterizing the science is not the best starting point for a
constructive dialogue," Seitter wrote.

Seitter offered to work with Pruitt or his staff "to advance understanding the science of climate
and use those advances for the benefit of the nation and the world."

Bloomberg

hitps://www . bloombers.comypelitics/articles/2017-03-13/trump-to-visit-detroit-auiomakers-
seeking-fuel-economy-roliback

Detroit Automakers Said to Win Trump Review of Efficiency Rules

By John Lippert, Jennifer A Dlouhy, and David Welch 3/13/17 12:09 AM

President Donald Trump is set to announce that his administration will begin the process of
reexamining Obama-era vehicle-efficiency standards during a meeting near Detroit with
carmakers that have sought to relax the requirements, according to two people familiar with the
plans.

Trump’s meeting with auto executives and workers during his Wednesday trip to Michigan will
unveil that he will reconsider the Environmental Protection Agency’s January decision that light-
vehicle, greenhouse gas standards for the years 2022 through 2025 should remain intact, the
people said. That decision ended an agency mid-term review of the standards more than a year
ahead of an April 2018 deadline.

Trump will hold a rally in Ypsilanti, Michigan, where he is slated to announce plans to reinstate
the mid-term review and resume studying whether fuel economy rules are feasible or if
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automakers need some relief, said the people familiar with the matter. Auto industry executives,
including General Motors Co. Chief Executive Officer Mary Barra, are expected to be there.

The industry has been asking the Trump administration to reinstate the review after the EPA
under President Barack Obama issued a ruling in January that meeting the 2025 fuel-economy
goals is feasible.

Automakers have been arguing for months that the standards impose high costs and don’t reflect
motorists’ driving preferences. Trade groups representing GM, Toyota Motor Corp., Honda
Motor Co. and Volkswagen AG on Feb. 21 formally asked EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt to
revoke the Obama administration’s decision to leave the 2025 standards intact. Eighteen
automakers separately petitioned President Donald Trump to reinstate the mid-term evaluation
on Feb. 10.

"We are committed to continued gains in fuel efficiency and carbon reduction," the executives
said in their letter to Trump. "At the same time, ignoring consumer preferences and market
realities will drive up costs for buyers and threaten future production levels."

50 MPG

While the review continues, the current EPA auto standards would remain in effect. But the
move to reopen the evaluation hands automakers a fresh chance press for changes for the long-
term goals, which aim to bring the average fuel economy for a vehicle in the U.S. to more than
50 miles per gallon from 36 today.

Actually changing the standards, enacted in 2012, would be a lengthy process, requiring a formal
agency rulemaking with a public comment period.

The auto efficiency standards are part of a so-called "one national program" of aligned vehicle
efficiency standards set by EPA, the Transportation Department and California’s Air Resources
Board.

Automakers have expressed concern about the cost and marketplace assumptions underpinning
the EPA’s analysis of the standards. They agreed to the ambitious standards in 2011 in part
because regulators included the mid-term evaluation to ensure the standards were appropriate
based on conditions in the auto market.

Environmental Backlash

"What we’re looking for is to really have that review that was part of the original plan that all the
automakers agreed to," GM’s Barra, told reporters on Feb. 28.

The review also had more practical considerations. Because of a legal quirk, the National
Highway Traffic Safety Administration could only set fuel economy standards through 2021.
The EPA’s "final determination" on whether its standards needed changes was intended to
coincide with NHTSA’s work to set fuel economy standards for 2022 to 2025. It didn’t.
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Environmental groups complained that automakers are hiding their true intent.

"Make no mistake this is a demand to weaken the standards disguised as a polite procedural
request,” said Dan Becker, director of the Safe Climate Campaign.

In an opinion piece published Sunday, Becker and James Gerstenzang, editorial director of the
Safe Climate Campaign, said the cost of reversing course would be "catastrophic," as weaker
standards would drive up demand for oil and therefore generate more heat-trapping carbon
dioxide emissions.

"Together, they are following a scorched-earth policy that leaves us all at risk: a huge industry
unprotected against future economic turmoil, American consumers vulnerable to fickle oil prices,
our national security reliant on oil from unreliable suppliers and our economy hobbled by the
flow of dollars to OPEC," Becker and Gerstenzang wrote. "And on top of all that, a world facing
the challenge of a changing climate."

Washington Examiner

hiip://www . washingtonexaminer.com/trump-to-visit-detroit-to-stop-epas-rushed-auto-
rules/article/2617195

Trump to visit Detroit to stop EPA's rushed auto rules

By John Siciliano 3/13/17 12:21 PM

President Trump is expected to visit Detroit Wednesday to announce the rollback of
Environmental Protection Agency regulations for the automotive industry, said sources privy to
the White House plan.

An auto industry representative told the Washington Examiner to expect the administration this
week to roll back a final decision that the EPA rushed out late last year, directing the industry to
adopt stricter fuel economy and emissions standards for vehicles beginning this year.

Trump will make the announcement at the American Center for Mobility in Ypsilanti, Mich., a
Detroit suburb. The president also is visiting Nashville, Tenn., that day. Trump is having lunch
with his new Transportation Secretary Elaine Chao on Monday. The agency works with the EPA
on the fuel efficiency regulations.

Why the auto industry doesn't like the new EPA rules: The automakers say the EPA's
decision to move forward with the regulation was rushed. The review process for the regulations
under the law was supposed to begin in 2017, with a final decision expected in spring 2018. The
rules would require autos to average more than 50 miles a gallon by 2025, up from about 30.
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The EPA ignored the industry's comments that the regulations do not match consumer choice,
they say. Because of low gasoline prices, consumers are buying more sport utility vehicles and
pick-up trucks than fuel-efficient cars, hybrids and electric vehicles. Ninety-five models of
electric, hybrid and other fuel-efficient small vehicles have failed to match the market demand
for one model of pick-up truck, the industry said. The National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration announced last week that cars and light trucks sold in 2016 fell short of fuel
economy targets for the first time in over a decade.

Why the industry says Trump should withdraw the EPA decision: Trump has worked closely
with the auto industry to coordinate his campaign to increase jobs and his America-first
campaign. His decision to roll back the EPA decision would help his push for job growth.

Why Detroit: Detroit is the capital of the U.S. automotive industry. And General Motors, Ford
Motor Co. and Fiat Chrysler Automobiles, all companies Trump has pushed to keep jobs in the
U.S., will be present at the event, as well as officials from Japanese and German automakers in
attendance, according to Automotive News.

The Hill

http://thehill.com/policy/enerev-environment/323654-meteorologists-refute-epa-head-on-climate-
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Meteorologists refute EPA head on climate change

By Timothy Cama 3/13/17, 10:48AM

The nation’s top organization for meteorology is refuting Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) Administrator Scott Pruitt’s recent comments on the role of carbon dioxide in climate
change.

Pruitt questioned mainstream climate science last week, saying in a CNBC interview, “I would
not agree that [carbon dioxide is] a primary contributor to the global warming that we see.”

The American Meteorological Society wrote a letter to Pruitt Monday saying he is wrong.

“In reality, the world’s seven billion people are causing climate to change and our emissions of
carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gases are the primary cause,” the group’s executive
director, Keith Seitter, wrote in the letter.

“This is a conclusion based on the comprehensive assessment of scientific evidence. It is based
on multiple independent lines of evidence that have been affirmed by thousands of independent
scientists and numerous scientific institutions around the world,” Seitter said. “We are not
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familiar with any scientific institution with relevant subject matter expertise that has reached a
different conclusion.”

He added that “mischaracterizing the science” is not a good place to start in constructive policy
debates surrounding climate, and offered his organization’s assistance in helping Pruitt to
understand the data.

Pruitt’s statement cause a firestorm among Democrats, liberal organizations and scientists, some
of whom have charged that he does not belong at the EPA if he does not understand climate
science.

Pruitt and his boss, President Trump, are planning a wholesale rescission of former President
Barack Obama’s climate change policies at the EPA and elsewhere. Trump is expected this week
to start the process of undoing Obama’s climate rule for power plants and his coal leasing
moratorium for federal land.

Meanwhile, Pruitt plans to start the process soon of reconsidering Obama’s aggressive
greenhouse gas standards for cars.

Reuters (via New York Times)

hitps://'www .nvtimes.com/reuters/2017/03/13/us/politics/1 3reuters-usa-trump-auios.html

Trump Expected to Announce Vehicle Emissions Rules Review
By David Shepardson 3/13/17, 9:33AM

WASHINGTON — U.S. President Donald Trump is expected announce a restart of a review of
vehicle fuel efficiency rules sought by the auto industry at an event on Wednesday with the chief
executives of U.S. automakers, according to two sources briefed on the matter.

Trump is expected to visit Ypsilanti, Michigan, a Detroit suburb, to tout his administration's
decision to revive a review of the feasibility of the 2022 through 2025 vehicle emissions rules,
after the Obama administration moved in its final days to lock in the rules.

In addition to the chief executives of General Motors Co, Ford Motor Co and Fiat Chrysler
Automobiles NV, officials from Japanese and German automakers are also expected to attend.
A White House official confirmed Trump plans to visit Michigan, but did not immediately confirm
details.

Automakers have been pushing the Trump administration for months to reverse the Obama
administration decision. The Environmental Protection Agency had until April 2018 to decide
whether the standards were feasible under a "midterm review," but moved up its decision to a
week before President Barack Obama left office in January.

Automakers argue the Obama era vehicle emissions rules, which would raise the fleet average

fuel efficiency to more than 50 miles per gallon by 2025 from 27.5 mpg in 2010, will impose
significant costs and are out of step with consumer preferences. They argue they need more
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flexibility to meet the rules amid low gas prices.

Environmentalists, who favor the standards, say they will reduce fuel costs and greenhouse
gases and have vowed to sue if the Trump administration weakens them.

Trade groups representing automakers, including GM, Volkswagen AG and Toyota Motor Corp,
have asked the EPA to withdraw the determination finalizing the rules, which stem from a 2011
deal the industry reached with the U.S. government.

The Obama administration said in 2011 the changes would boost fuel efficiency to a fleetwide
average of 54.5 mpg, save motorists $1.7 trillion in fuel costs over the life of the vehicles and
cost the auto industry about $200 billion over 13 years.

In July, the EPA estimated the fleet would average only 50.8-52.6 mpg in 2025 under the rules
because Americans were buying more SUVs and trucks and fewer cars.

(Reporting by David Shepardson; Editing by Chizu Nomiyama and Frances Kerry)
E&E News

hitp://www . eenews.net/climatewire/2017/03/13/stories/ 1060051319

Pruitt: Congress should decide if agency can regulate CO2
By Niina Heikkinen 3/13/17

Scott Pruitt wants Congress — not his own agency — to decide whether U.S. EPA has the power
to regulate greenhouse gases.

Last week, the new EPA administrator caused an uproar when he told CNBC's "Squawk Box"
that he did not believe carbon dioxide was a main contributor to climate change. What has gotten
less attention was his suggestion that Congress should have a say in whether EPA should
regulate carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gases in the first place.

"Nowhere in the equation has Congress spoken," Pruitt noted. "The legislative branch has not
addressed this issue at all. It's a very fundamental question to say, 'Are the tools in the toolbox
available to the EPA to address this issue of CO2, as the court had recognized in 2007, with it
being a pollutant?"

Writing new legislation could be the fastest and easiest way for the Trump administration to roll
back federal regulations addressing climate change, said Deborah Sivas, an environmental law

professor at Stanford University.

"The chances of getting this Congress to roll back the Clean Air Act are pretty good, I think,"
she said.

So far, much of the attention has been focused on how the Trump administration might roll back
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environmental regulations, the workhorses that carry out the legal actions laid out by legislation.
But rewriting regulations isn't easy. It requires a whole rulemaking process, complete with a
public comment period to put it in place.

These new regulations would also be more vulnerable to legal challenges if the administration
fails to show evidence that greenhouse gases are not air pollutants. The Supreme Court upheld
that EPA should regulate these pollutants in Massachusetts v. EPA, Sivas noted.

But taking a legislative approach gets around all this. Congress could instead simply change the
definition of an air pollutant to exclude carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gases, which would
have trickle-down effects on a range of federal regulations from the Clean Power Plan to fuel
economy standards.

"Almost 50 years of improvements under our existing set of environmental laws could evaporate
pretty quickly. You can just change a definition with a sentence or two and [CO2] is not
covered," she said.

'Congress should deal with it once and for all'

While such legislation has been attempted in the past — Sen. Jim Inhofe (R-Okla.) put his
support behind the Energy Tax Prevention Act in 2011 — there has been always been some
check in either Congress or the White House to keep it from passing.

This Congress and administration could be the exception, according to Sivas.

"The crazy part is they have a Republican majority that is farther right and this crazy White
House — who knows what they will do — but they have been pretty clear that they will go
against climate change. I think that's the thing that is worrying people a lot," Sivas said.

The House has already put forward a new piece of legislation, the "Stopping EPA Overreach
Act," amending the Clean Air Act to exclude methane and carbon dioxide, among other gases,
from the definition of "air pollutant" (E&E News PM, March 10).

Steve Milloy, a longtime foe of EPA who served on the agency's transition team, said it would be
a good idea for Congress to weigh in on whether EPA should regulate greenhouse gases.

"I think a lot of people will think Trump is running EPA now, we won't have any more climate
regulations, so we don't need to do anything. But as long as EPA has that authority, they can

come back and do it, so Congress should deal with it once and for all," he said.

But Milloy isn't sure whether changing the rules for greenhouse gases will be an immediate
priority, or even whether Republicans could garner the votes to pass the changes.

"Can Congress do it? Well, they have so many other things to do, I don't know," Milloy said.

"I don't even know if it's on their calendar, I don't think enough people have thought enough
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about it," he added.
Reuters

htip://www.reuters.comv/article/usa~trump-budeet-idUSL2ZNI1GPOPE

Trump budget opens new fight among Republicans
By Richard Cowan and Roberta Rampton 3/13/17, 7:00AM

Republican U.S. Representative Todd Rokita keeps a clock hanging on the wall of his Capitol
Hill office that tracks the U.S. government's rising debt in real time and reminds him of his top
priority: reining in federal spending.

“I was sent here on a fiscal note,” said the Indiana lawmaker and vice chairman of the House of
Representatives Budget Committee, who rode a Republican wave during his first election to
Congress in 2010.

When President Donald Trump unveils his budget for the 2018 fiscal year on Thursday, Rokita
will be among many conservative Republicans cheering proposed cuts to domestic programs
that would pay for a military buildup.

More moderate Republicans are less enthusiastic and worry Trump's budget could force
lawmakers to choose between opposing the president or backing reductions in popular
programs such as aid for disabled children and hot meals for the elderly.

“What you would hope is that the administration is aware of the difficulty of some of these
things," said Representative Tom Cole of Oklahoma.

The release of Trump’s budget, which comes as the Republican president is facing an intraparty
revolt over proposed legislation to replace the Obamacare healthcare law, could open another
fight among Republicans who control both houses of Congress. To keep the government
running, lawmakers will need to approve a spending plan later this year.

The White House has released few details about Trump's budget, other than making clear the
president wants to boost military spending by $54 billion and is seeking equivalent cuts in non-
defense discretionary programs.

But several agencies, including the State Department and the Environmental Protection Agency,
have been asked to prepare scenarios for steep reductions, according to officials familiar with
the discussions.

While supporting deficit-reduction efforts, Cole said a major research university in his district
could get hit by National Institutes of Health cuts, as could sewage treatment facilities funded by
the EPA.

Republican Senator Rob Portman, whose home state of Ohio sits on the southern shores of
Lake Erie, expressed concern about media reports saying the Trump budget had penciled in
sharp cuts in a cleanup program for the Great Lakes.
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NOT AUSTERE ENOUGH

While Rokita, who was among a group of Republican lawmakers who met with Trump last week,
appeared comfortable with what he had learned so far about Trump’s budget, some Republican
members of the conservative House Freedom Caucus said they wanted to see even further
budget cuts.

Representative Mo Brooks of Alabama said the outcry from lawmakers over the expected cuts
underscored to him that the blueprint would be a “a very large step in the right direction” of
reining in the debt.

Brooks added: “My fear is that the Trump budget will not be austere enough to minimize
America’s risk of suffering the kind of debilitating insolvency and bankruptcy that is destroying
the lives of Venezuelans right now.”

OPEC member Venezuela is immersed in a deep economic crisis, with inflation in triple digits,
shortages of basic goods, and many people going hungry.

Brooks and other members of the Freedom Caucus are among the most vocal critics of the
legislation backed by the White House to repeal and replace the Affordable Care Act, former
Democratic President Barack Obama’s signature healthcare plan, known as Obamacare.

To try to woo the conservative lawmakers on Trump's legisiative agenda, budget director Mick
Mulvaney, himself a former member of the House Freedom Caucus, has invited them to a
bowling and pizza night at the White House on Tuesday night.

Another Freedom Caucus member, Representative David Schweikert of Arizona, said Mulvaney
was encouraging lawmakers to submit maverick fiscal ideas to the White House.

Schweikert said he hoped to revive a proposal from a few years ago, in the midst of a fight over
raising the U.S. debt limit, that would have allowed the government to take a series of
alternative, albeit controversial steps, such as paying some creditors ahead of others.

'SLASH AND BURN'

One senior Republican aide, who referred to Trump’s budget as a “slash and burn” proposal,
said one fear of some House lawmakers was that they would be pressured to back big spending
cuts only to have them rejected by the Senate, where Republicans hold a slimmer majority. The
risk for House members is that their votes could prompt a backlash in the 2018 congressional
elections.

Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnell has said a budget that cuts State Department funds by
one-third is unlikely to pass in his chamber.

Other high-ranking Republicans are setting off alarms.

Senator Lindsey Graham, following a White House lunch on Tuesday with Trump, said: "What |
told him is that when we get in a deadlock between the House and the Senate, different factions
of the party ... you're the guy who needs to come down and close the deal."
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Cole said Congress would ultimately have the final say on the budget.

“At the end of the day, we’ll have a budget. We'll pass the budget,” he said. “Our budget is not
necessarily the president’s budget.”

(Reporting by Richard Cowan and Roberta Rampton; Editing by Caren Bohan and Peter
Cooney)

BNA

http://esweb.bna.com/estw/1245/split_display.adp?fedfid=106896172& vname=dennotallissues& wsn=49990400

Volkswagen Pleads Guilty in U.S. Emissions-Cheating Scandal

By Jamie Butters, Steven Raphael and Margaret Cronin Fisk 3/13/17

Volkswagen AG pleaded guilty to misleading U.S. regulators and customers by hiding emission
levels on diesel vehicles and obstructing investigators, but a federal judge said he wasn't yet
comfortable in approving a $4.3 billion sentencing agreement (United States v. Liang, E.D.
Mich., No. 2:16-cr-20394, 2/23/17).

VW entered the formal plea in Detroit federal court March 10 as it agreed to do two months ago
as part of a $4.3 billion deal to settle claims over the emissions scandal. Under the agreement
with the U.S. government, VW would pay a $2.8 billion fine and $1.5 billion in civil penalties.

The German automaker continues to wrestle with the fallout from its September 2015 admission
that it rigged as many as 11 million diesel vehicles worldwide to cheat on emissions tests. It has
set aside $23.9 billion to cover cheating-related expenses, with the largest share going to
compensate U.S. consumers. The company still faces investor lawsuits in the U.S. and in
Germany, as well as consumer lawsuits and a criminal probe in Germany.

U.S. District Judge Sean Cox accepted the plea, but said in light of the “very, very serious”
offenses, he wasn't comfortable approving the sentencing agreement immediately. ““I just want
more time to reflect and study” he said, adding that he will refer the case to the probation office
for a report prior to the sentencing hearing.
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Sentencing was put off until April 21.

Acted Swiftly

In arguing for the judge to accept the sentencing deal, VW's lawyer Jason Weinstein said the
company has acted swiftly to make things right with its customers, dealers and the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency. The automaker resolved those cases before the criminal
settlement and it directed the law firm investigating the matter to share findings with the
government “essentially in real time,” allowing for swift prosecution of individual employees, he
said.

As part of the deal with the U.S., VW would be on probation and under an independent monitor
for three years.

“Volkswagen deeply regrets the behavior that gave rise to the diesel crisis,” the company said in
an emailed statement after the hearing. “The agreements that we have reached with the U.S.
government reflect our determination to address misconduct that went against all of the values
Volkswagen holds so dear.”

So far, seven people have been charged with crimes for their alleged roles in the emissions
scheme. Oliver Schmidt, the company's liaison with U.S. regulators, pleaded not guilty to
charges of fraud and conspiracy in Detroit federal court on Feb. 24. Schmidt, a German national
who has been in custody since his arrest in January, is expected to ask to be released on bond at a
hearing March 16.

Schmidt was indicted along with Heinz-Jacob Neusser, former head of engine development who
was suspended in 2015; Richard Dorenkamp, who led the failed effort to design a diesel engine
that would meet the tougher emissions standards the U.S. adopted for 2007; Jens Hadler, who led
engine development from 2007 to 2011; Bernd Gottweis, who was responsible for quality
management from 2007 to 2014; and Jurgen Peter, a VW liaison with U.S. regulators during the
months when they were growing more suspicious.
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Florida Vacation

Schmidt was arrested while on vacation in Florida. The other five have stayed in Germany,
where they are protected from extradition.

A seventh defendant, VW engineer James Liang, pleaded guilty in September to conspiring to
defraud U.S. regulators and consumers. Liang, who spent 25 years with Volkswagen in
Wolfsburg before moving to the U.S. in 2008, was involved in creating a defeat device so cars
with 2.0-liter diesel engine could pass emissions tests. He's cooperating with prosecutors.

BNA

http://esweb.bna.com/eslw/1245/split_display.adp?fedfid=106896173&vname=dennotallissues&wsn=49989950

Biofuel Changes Threaten Advanced Fuel Development: Producers

By Brian Dabbs 3/13/17

A biofuel legislative overhaul will exact particular damage on cellulosic and other advanced
fuels despite lawmaker contentions to the contrary, advanced fuel producers say as overhaul
negotiations begin to take shape.

Those producers are urging Congress to leave the current renewable fuel standard intact to
safeguard the development of cellulosic fuels, which are derived from the often-wasted, non-
edible parts of plants such as corn.

introduced in recent days (H.R. 1315) has more than 40 House members from both sides of the
aisle on board.

That bill—who chief sponsors include Bob Goodlatte (R-Va.), Jim Costa (D-Calif.), Steve
Womack (R-Ark.) and Peter Welch (D-Vt.)—would require the Environmental Protection
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Agency to set cellulosic biofuels at current production levels, while eliminating traditional corn-
based ethanol requirements and capping the amount of total ethanol blended into U.S.
transportation fuel at 10 percent.

The sponsors are seeking swift action, but the RFS is a controversial program that often pits corn-
state representatives against other industries, such as petroleum and livestock. Past attempts to
modify the program have failed, and experts generally view the Senate—where lawmakers from
ethanol states carry considerable clout—as a firewall against changes.

A Litany of RFS Complaints

Critics of the biofuel mandate say it raises corn prices for consumers, retailers and livestock
producers. Environmental groups are also increasingly criticizing the program, saying that corn-
based ethanol does not reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

The RFS program, which was made law in 2005 and expanded in 2007, sets annually increasing
biofuel quotas. The goal of the program was to decrease hydrocarbon emissions and reduce
dependence on foreign oil. Nearly all transportation gasoline in the U.S. now contains 10 percent
ethanol.

The EPA announced in recent months that refiners need to mix 19.28 billion gallons of
renewable fuel into the U.S. gasoline and diesel supply in 2017, including up to 15 billion
gallons of traditional, corn-based ethanol. The EPA must still, however, finalize those figures.

Refiners and importers must blend biofuels or purchase biofuel credits, known as Renewable
Identification Numbers, to comply with the mandate.

Cellulosic Jeopardy: Producers

Proponents of cellulosic and other so-called “next generation” fuels say that unlike corn ethanol,
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advanced biofuels have extremely low greenhouse gas emissions and generally do not use
feedstocks that could otherwise be used for food.

The newly introduced bill, along with other legislative ideas that incorporate an aggregate
biofuel cap, directs the EPA to set cellulosic standards based on recent production, which is far
short of the levels Congress prescribed in statute.

“[The Renewable Fuel Standard] sets the market as designed,” Brooke Coleman, executive
director of the Advanced Biofuels Business Council, told Bloomberg BNA, referring specifically
to the cellulosic market. “Re-engineering it to reflect the market is the equivalent of neutering
the RFS.”

The current proposed 2017 quota for cellulosic biofuels is 311 million gallons, which is
dramatically below the 5.5-billion-gallon threshold outlined by Congress. But the 311 million
figure is more than nine times 2014 levels, and Coleman said those quotas largely reflect actual
production levels.

An EPA proposal based on current production would, therefore, act as a de facto cap on
cellulosic production, Coleman said. “If you're coming on next year with a new production
facility, than you wouldn't get counted. Each expected rule would leave new production coming
online in the dark,” he said. “The purpose of the standard to drive the market and increase
production levels.”

A new, DuPont Industrial Biosciences cellulosic production facility, meanwhile, is set to begin
producing its first fuel in months, Jan Koninckx, global business director for biofuels at the
company, told Bloomberg BNA. “We are also actively engaged in defending the Renewable Fuel
Standard and look to policymakers and regulators to enact the RFS as was originally
envisioned,” he said.

Investment Concerns

Uncertainty in the biofuel market, drawn primarily from the EPA's failure to issue RFS quotas
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from 2014-2016, forced a substantial amount of cellulosic investment overseas, James
Greenwood, president Biotechnology Innovation Organization and a former member of
Congress, told a House Agriculture subcommittee March 9.

Confidence in the cellulosic market had returned in recent months until news reports shed light
on an apparent plan to change the compliance structure of the biofuel mandate in late February,
Greenwood told the subcommittee.

“What's necessary is stability. The investors invested in this program and in these plants on the
basis of a promise Congress made when it passed the law originally,” Greenwood said. “The
most important thing Congress needs to do is nothing. Leave the RFS alone.” That lost
investment is going to cellulosic production in China and Brazil, Coleman said.

House Members Beg to Differ

The mandate, however, is laden with pitfalls, and changes are necessary to bring stability back to
corn prices, some lawmakers say.

A spokeswoman for Welch said he supports advanced cellulosic biofuels and aims to secure a
“strong outcome” for those products in pending changes to the law.

“There is a lot of uncertainty in this market. The way to create more certainty in the market is to
push more investment towards cellulosic and advanced biofuel,” she said.

Politico Pro

http://www.politico.com/tipsheets/morning-energy/2017/03/clean-power-plan-order-coming-any-
day-now-219191

Clean Power Plan order coming any day now

By Anthony Adragna 3/13/17, 10:00AM
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ANY DAY NOW: President Donald Trump is expected to sign a long-anticipated executive
order beginning the process of rolling back EPA’s landmark Clean Power Plan early this week, a
person familiar with the timing tells ME. Details of exactly what it’ll say have remained close to
the White House’s vest, though EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt said last week he won’t defend
the Obama administration regulation in court — hardly a surprising statement since he sued to
block the rule as Oklahoma attorney general. Pruitt also told CNBC last week to expect action to

was rushed.

‘Skinny’ budget coming: Also expected this week is the release of the Trump administration’s
so-called “skinny budget,” which will likely call for deep cuts in discretionary spending
throughout the federal government. But lawmakers and interest groups have already expressed
concerns over some of the rumored cuts to their favorite pet programs, so we’ll get a sense for
whether the administration is backing off a bit with its blueprint.

CALL HIM EPA ADMINISTRATOR LEONIDAS: The recent uptick in activist call-a-thons
to lawmakers’ offices over controversial issues has expanded to EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt.
The agency told ME that Pruitt’s office received about 300 calls on Thursday and Friday

global warming that we see.” The effort appears to have been built through social media rather
than organized by an environmental group, and judging by posts over the weekend, those calls
are likely to continue this week. Of course, 300 isn’t a huge amount by Washington standards —
Pruitt’s nomination — but it’s definitely more than EPA is used to receiving. It took ME seven
tries on Friday afternoon before making it through to a person.

MARK YOUR CALENDARS: The D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals has scheduled oral
arguments over EPA’s mercury rule “fix” for May 18. The fix, also known as the supplemental
finding, was aimed at addressing the Supreme Court’s 2015 ruling that EPA should have
considered the costs when it first decided it was “appropriate and necessary” to regulate mercury
emissions from power plants. The mercury rule took full effect last year, but opponents are still
hoping to get it tossed out, which would nullify the rest of the rule. It also threatens to open up a
major court battle about the government’s use of “co-benefits” to justify the costs of a regulation.
The Trump administration has made no move — yet — before the court to indicate a policy
reversal in this suit.

ANOTHER INHOFE STAFFER TO EPA: Mandy Gunasekara is heading to EPA as a senior
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policy adviser in the administrator’s office, she confirmed to ME. She'll leave her post as

the news first.

E&E News

hitp://www . eenews.net/eedaily/2017/03/13/stories/ 1060051321

Order to repeal Obama climate rule expected tomorrow
By Robin Bravender 3/13/17

President Trump is expected to formally begin dismantling the Obama administration's signature
climate change rule this week.

The president will likely sign an "energy independence" executive order tomorrow aimed at
repealing the Clean Power Plan — a rule to limit power plants' greenhouse gas emissions —
according to a source close to the Trump administration late last night.

The move has been widely expected after Trump repeatedly vowed to overturn the rule. His pick
to lead U.S. EPA, former Oklahoma Attorney General Scott Pruitt (R), made a name for himself
fighting that and other environmental rules in court.

Trump was slated to sign the order last week, but its release was pushed back. A White House
spokeswoman did not immediately respond to a request for comment about the timing or
contents of the expected directive.

In addition to the Clean Power Plan, Trump's order could also affect other rules from EPA or the
Interior Department that affect energy production, according to the source close to the
administration.

The White House was rumored to be considering including language to repeal the coal-leasing
moratorium on federal lands, and some stakeholders speculated that the order could be even
broader to direct the repeal of additional Obama administration environmental rules.

Trump is planning to sign at least one executive order later today, according to the White
House. It's titled "Comprehensive Plan for Reorganizing the Executive Branch," which could
mean sweeping changes for the federal government, although the White House didn't provide
specifics about its plans.

The Hill

hitp://thehill. com/policy/energy-environment/323456-weck-ahead-agencies-brace-for-trump-
budget

................... Sz

Agencies brace for Trump budget
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By Devin Henry 3/13/17, 6:00AM

The White House is due to release its budget outline in the coming week, and it’s expected to
confirm, for the first time, reports of deep cuts to federal environment and climate programs.

The budget, the first of Donald Trump’s presidency, will contain $54 billion in domestic non-
discretionary spending cuts that will then be used to pay for an equal increase in defense
spending, officials said last month.

That means his budget writers will likely look to slash spending for — among other things —
energy and environment programs throughout the government.

Leaks have already previewed some of the cuts. The Environmental Protection Agency, (EPA)
an $8.1 billion department, is expected to absorb a 24 percent cut under Trump’s budget, and
several key programs are due to be zeroed out, including those implementing the Clean Power
Plan regulation, the Energy Star energy efficiency program, grants for the Brownfields program,
and many others.

The proposed cuts are causing turmoil in the agency and among stakeholders.

Mustafa Ali, the head of the agency’s environmental justice program, resigned on Thursday
when it appeared his department would be defunded.

A group of mayors urged EPA chief Scott Pruitt last month to protect state grant programs,
something Pruitt himself said he would push the White House to do.

But the EPA isn’t the only agency with climate programs expected to see cuts. The National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration could face a 17 percent cut, which could mean $126
million less in research funding and $513 million less for its satellite division.

The administration has reportedly considered deep cuts to Department of Energy programs, as
well, and NASA’s Earth science budget, which conducts climate change research, could absorb a
cut, too.

The Interior Department could see proposed cuts, as well, so much so that new Interior Secretary
Ryan Zinke told agency employees this month that he’s “not happy” with the funding proposal.

Trump’s budget — due out on Thursday — is not the final word in federal government spending.
Congress still needs to vet the budget and write its own appropriations bills, and members have
already expressed concern about many of the reported cuts, for the EPA and other agencies.

But the budget will lay out how Trump and his White House envision managing the federal
ledger, and it will set up a major fight with lawmakers in both parties.

ED_001612_00022086-00022



The coming week could also bring Trump’s long-awaited executive orders on climate

change. He is still expected to sign an order asking the EPA to reconsider the Clean Power Plan
carbon rules, as well as address an Obama administration coal-leasing moratorium. A potential
order on the Paris climate deal is still pending, as well.

On Capitol Hill, three committees will hold hearings on energy infrastructure issues in the week
ahead. The Senate Energy and Natural Resources kicks things off with a hearing on Tuesday,
followed by a meeting of a House Energy and Commerce subpanel on Wednesday. Then on
Thursday, another Energy and Commerce subcommittee will discuss potential drinking water
infrastructure improvements.

Elsewhere, the Senate Environment and Public Works committee will hold a hearing on invasive
species and conservation on Wednesday.

The Hill

http://thehill.com/policy/energy-environment/323527 -scott-pruiti-faces-flood-of-phone-calls-
after-casting-doubt-on

EPA phones ring off the hook after Pruitt’s remarks on climate change: report

By Max Greenwood 3/11/17, 10:23AM

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) faced a massive influx of phone calls Friday after
EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt questioned the scientific consensus on climate change, The
Washington Post reported on Saturday.

The agency got so many calls that by Saturday morning, callers were left with a notification that
the system’s voice mailbox was full and could not accept any more messages, according to The
Post.

Pruitt claimed during an interview on MSNBC’s “Squawk Box™ that carbon dioxide emissions
were not definitively responsible for contributing to climate change and questioned whether
human activity was linked to the phenomenon.

“I think that measuring with precision human activity on the climate is something very
challenging to do, and there’s tremendous disagreement about the degree of impact,” Pruitt said.
“So no, I would not agree that it’s a primary contributor to the global warming that we see.”

Climate scientists, as well as NASA and the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration,

almost unanimously agree that human activity — and CO2 and other greenhouse gas emissions
resulting from that activity — are responsible for rapid changes in the Earth’s climate.
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Pruitt, the former attorney general of Oklahoma, was confirmed to lead the EPA last month, a
move fiercely opposed by environmental and conservation groups.

During his tenure as Oklahoma’s top law enforcement official, Pruitt sued the EPA more than a
dozen times, and has said that he will aim to undo numerous environmental regulations — a
position echoed by President Trump.

Pruitt isn’t the only government official to be inundated with phone calls. Many Republican
lawmakers have faced similar floods of calls expressing concern and opposition to Trump’s

policies.

But calls to elected officials are relatively common, while agency heads rarely face the same
kind of outreach from the public.

Katherine So

Office of Media Relations Intern

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone: (202)-564-4511

so.katherine@epa.gov
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To: Fugh, Justina[Fugh.Justina@epa.gov]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Wed 3/15/2017 5:17:36 PM

Subject: RE: Doug Ericksen

Thanks.

He is on the way.

Ericksen

From: Fugh, Justina

Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 1:17 PM
To: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>
Cc: Fort, Daniel <Fort.Daniel@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Doug Ericksen

Dan Fort, copied here, who can also be reached at 564 2200.

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 1:01 PM
To: Fugh, Justina <Fugh.Justina@epa.gov>
Subject: Doug Ericksen

Justina,

Who should I contact to help me finish off my New Entrant Report on Integrity?
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Doug Ericksen
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To: bangerter.layne@epamail.epa.gov[bangerter.layne@epamail.epa.gov]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Mon 1/23/2017 2:49:35 PM

Subject: Ericksen--blurb for release

Layne,

Good morning. Did you get a chance to send me a blurb for the first release on the beachhead
members?

Also, would you like to do a more extensive release for back home?

Ericksen
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To: Jim Brunner[jbrunner@seattletimes.com]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Wed 1/25/2017 10:34:42 PM

Subject: RE: person wanting to contact you

Thanks for passing on.

EPA Ethics is working on a more formal piece.

Ericksen

From: Jim Brunner [mailto:jbrunner@seattletimes.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 25, 2017 5:10 PM

To: | Personal ; ericksen.doug@epamail.epa.gov
Subject: person wanting to contact you

Doug,

Hello. Two things.

1/ Still looking for that lawyer letter or info when you get it.

2/ Also, I don’t always pass on this sort of thing, but this guy seemed reasonable. He called
wanting to make contact with you or Don Benton. His organization is affiliated with Bill
Ruckelshaus. I said I could not pass along your contact info, but would consider passing his info
along as a courtesy. So here is:

richinnes@merid.org

Rich Innes

Senior Fellow, Meridian Institute
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1800 M Street NW, Suite 400 N
Washington, DC 20036 United States

+1.202.354-6457 office

Personal Phone/Ex. 6 mobile

www.merid.org

Jim Brunner | Seattle Times Political Reporter

phone 206-515-5628 | celli  Personal

http://twitter.com/Jim Brunner
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To: . Ex. 6 Personal Email (Doug Ericksen)
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Mon 3/13/2017 4:07:16 PM

Subject: benton

TO: President Trump Administration Team
FROM: EPA Transition Team Members

DATE: March 14, 2017

RE: Senior White House Advisor Don Benton

On January 21 ten members of the EPA transition team took the oath of Federal office and
officially got to work making American great again.

Perhaps more than any other agency or department, the transition team was viewed from within
and on the outside as a beachhead team entering hostile territory. Media and special interest
groups made the EPA transition the focus of attention.

Under the leadership of Don Benton, our team of 10 functioned as a unit. We worked to
implement the President’s action plan for the EPA while working with the career professionals at
the Agency to keep the wheels turning.

During the first 4 weeks of the transition Don Benton organized a group of people who had never
met before into a team with a solid mission—serve the President and make him proud of the
work we are doing.

Each member of the transition team knew that Don Benton had their back and that he would
work hard to help tem be successful. The success of the EPA transition team leading up to the
confirmation of Administrator Pruitt was in many ways attributable to the leadership of Mr.
Benton.

Don also developed a strong positive relationship with the career professionals at the EPA. 1t
was not, and still is not, an easy area to navigate. There are clear differences between the
philosophy of President Trump and his predecessor. This differences often escalated to tensions
that Don was able to manage and smooth over.

We write this letter to let you know the respect we have for the job done by Don Benton in the

first month of the transition. He served his President and the EPA well as the Senior White
House Advisor and continues to do so today.
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Sincerely,
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To: Konkus, John[konkus.jchn@epa.gov]

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Wed 3/15/2017 5:14:02 PM

Subject: RE: URGENT - Reuters story on Sierra Club investigation letter - comment?

Very cool.

I'am very glade that you put that out.

ericksen

From: Konkus, John

Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 1:13 PM

To: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: URGENT - Reuters story on Sierra Club investigation letter - comment?

Yup ©

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 1:11 PM

To: Konkus, John <konkus.john@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: URGENT - Reuters story on Sierra Club investigation letter - comment?

Is this going out as official response with your name for the quote?

ericksen

From: Konkus, John
Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 1:09 PM
To: Emily.Flitter@thomsonreuters.com; Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>
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Cc: Press <Press(wepa.gov>
Subject: RE: URGENT - Reuters story on Sierra Club investigation letter - comment?

“Administrator Pruitt’s comments are perfectly in keeping with the scientific integrity policy.
There is an ongoing scientific debate on climate change, its causes and its effect. That debate
should be encouraged as the Administrator has done, not discouraged as Sierra Club is
attempting to do.” — John Konkus

From: Emily Flitter@thomsonreuters.com [mailto:Emily.Flitter@thomsonreuters.com|
Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 12:41 PM

To: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>; Konkus, John <konkus.john@epa.gov>
Subject: URGENT - Reuters story on Sierra Club investigation letter - comment?

Hi,

I’'m a reporter for Reuters in New York writing a story today about the Sierra Club’s letter to the
EPA OIG yesterday asking the IG to investigate Administrator Pruitt’s March 9 comments on
CNBC. As you know, Mr. Pruitt said he did not believe carbon dioxide was a major contributor
to climate change. The Sierra Club argues in its letter this is a violation of the EPA’s 2012
Scientific Integrity Policy (https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2014-
02/documents/scientific_integrity policy 2012.pdf). ’'m writing a story describing this request
for an investigation. Does the EPA have a comment, please? My deadline is ASAP. You can
reach me ati Personal Phone/Ex. 6

Thanks and best regards,

Emily

Emily Flitter
Correspondent

Thomson Reuters

Phone: 1 646 223 6310
@FlitterOnFraud
thomsonreuters.com
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To: Greaves, Holly[greaves.holly@epa.gov]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Mon 1/23/2017 1:28:50 PM

Subject: RE: Bio

Go it

From: Greaves, Holly

Sent: Sunday, January 22, 2017 11:04 AM

To: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>
Subject: Bio

Hi Doug, feel free to edit or shorten as needed. Thanks!

Holly Greaves has a strong background in government accounting and Federal financial management,
and extensive knowledge of Federal financial and IT environments. Ms. Greaves previously worked as a
senior manager with the public accounting firm KPMG, where she spent the last eight years providing
auditing services to Federal entities. At KPMG she was a lead developer for industry-specific training
content for KPMG's Federal audit practice. Prior to joining KPMG, Ms. Greaves was an auditor with the
public accounting firm EY, where she audited public and private companies in the transportation, financial
services, commercial real estate, and healthcare industries. Ms. Greaves has served as a supporting
lecturer for a government accounting course at George Washington University's Master's of Accountancy
program and is on the finance committee of the D.C. Youth Orchestra Program board. She is a licensed
CPA, CISA, and CGFM.
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To: Davenport, Coral[coral.davenport@nytimes.com]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Wed 1/25/2017 9:39:23 PM

Subject: Re: can u confirm grant freeze will end this week?

I could say yes that as of now that is true
But we are reviewing page for changes.

Sent from my iPhone

On Jan 25, 2017, at 4:25 PM, Davenport, Coral <coral.davenport@nytimes.com> wrote:

Awesome, thanks
And can you confirm that as things stand now there are NOT changes planned to the
climate change/greenhouse gas data portions of the website?

On Wed, Jan 25, 2017 at 4:24 PM, Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov> wrote:

Yes. Release pending

Sent from my iPhone

On Jan 25, 2017, at 4:08 PM, Davenport, Coral <coral.davenport@nytimes.com>
wrote:

or next?
tks
cd

Coral Davenport

Energy and Environment Correspondent
The New York Times

Washington Bureau

1627 1 St. NW, Suite 700

Washington, DC 20006
coral.davenport@nytimes.com

0 202-862-0359

C Personal Phone/Ex. 6

Twitter (@CoralMDavenport
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Coral Davenport

Energy and Environment Correspondent
The New York Times

Washington Bureau

1627 1 St. NW, Suite 700

Washington, DC 20006
coral.davenport@nytimes.com

0 202-862-0359

C Personal Phone/Ex. 6

Twitter (@CoralMDavenport
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To: Davis, Patrick[davis.patrick@epa.gov]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Mon 4/24/2017 5:17:18 PM

Subject: Re: EVRAZ and EPA

Will see what I can do. What is your current EPA status?
Doug

Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 24, 2017, at 5:34 AM, Davis, Patrick <davis.patrick@epa.gov> wrote:

Hi Doug,

I am sharing this with you in the hopes that you can stick your nose into it in region 10.

Thanks,

Patrick Davis

EPA

Special Assistant to the Administrator
202-564-3103 office

202-380-8341 cell

Information sent to this email address may be subject to FOIA.

From: Patrick Davis [mailto:patrickdavis86@yahoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 5, 2017 7:52 AM

To: Davis, Patrick <davis.patrick@epa.gov>

Subject: Fwd: EVRAZ and EPA
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Pardon the brevity, sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:

From: Sean Duffy <sean@shamrockstrategies.com>
Date: April 3,2017 at 1:13:41 PM MDT

To: Patrick Davis < Personal EmaillEx. 6 >
Subject: EVRAZ and EPA

Hey Patrick --

Hope all is well out in the swamp. You guys are really doing a great job keeping your
eyes on the prize at EPA

Awhile back, | mentioned that there is an issue regarding EVRAZ (the owner of the
Pueblo steel mill that also has facilities in Portland Harbor) Attached is a
backgrounder as well as a sense of how EPA could help address this issue which was a
last minute out the door effort by the Obama people.

Take a peek and let me know what you think and what additional information we can
provide.

PS I 'am going to be in DC April 26-28 for the AEI Leadership Network meeting.
Would be happy to buy you a drink or lunch or whatever if you have any time.

Cheers and thanks

Sean

Sean Duffy

President

Shamrock Strategies LLC
303-718-9049
sean(@shamrockstrategies.com

<EVRAZ -Portland harbor March 2017 .pdf>
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To: ethics[ethics@epa.gov]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Wed 3/15/2017 5:12:44 PM
Subject: RE: Doug Ericksen

Perfect.

See you then.

Doug Ericksen

Rm 3312

From: cthics

Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 1:12 PM

To: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>; ethics <ethics@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Doug Ericksen

How about if I come to your office at 1:30PM? Where is your office?

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 1:09 PM
To: ethics <ethics(@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Doug Ericksen

Today or tomorrow works for me.

I am here the rest of today.

Doug
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From: ethics

Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 1:06 PM
To: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>
Cc: Fort, Daniel <Fort.Daniel@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Doug Ericksen

I’d be happy to help you. I can come to your office or we can Skype. I’m in tomorrow and
telecommuting on Friday.

Dan Fort

564-2200

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 1:00 PM
To: ethics <ethics@epa.gov>

Subject: Doug Ericksen

I need some assistance finishing my New Entrant Report.

Doug Ericken

202-379-6084
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From: Ericksen, Doug

Location: Administrator's Office

Importance: Normal

Subject: Accepted: Bagels with Beach Head Team - Principals/Invitees Only
Categories: Record Saved - Shared

Start Date/Time: Mon 1/23/2017 3:00:00 PM

End Date/Time: Mon 1/23/2017 4:00:00 PM
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To: Robin Bravender[rbravender@eenews.net]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Thur 2/16/2017 5:11:34 PM

Subject: Re: Meeting Thursday morning?

You ok meeting at elephant and castle? I need to get some lunch.
Sent from my iPhone

On Feb 16, 2017, at 8:40 AM, Robin Bravender <rbravender(@eenews.net> wrote:

Great, let's plan on 1 pm at the Trump Hotel Starbucks. Thanks!

Robin Bravender
Environment & Energy Publishing
Desk: 202-446-0410

M0b1164 Personal Phone/Ex. 6

On Feb 16, 2017, at 8:32 AM, Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov> wrote:

We can meet at the Starbucks in the Trump Hotel today. | am free till 11. And then |
am free from 1-2.

Doug

From: Robin Bravender [mazilto:rbravender@eenews.net]
Sent: Wednesday, February 15, 2017 9:51 PM

To: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: Meeting Thursday morning?

Let's reschedule! Let me know a good time for you. I could meet Thursday afternoon,
if that works for you.

Robin Bravender
Environment & Energy Publishing

Desk: 202-446-0410

ED_001612_00022107-00001



MOblle Personal Phone/Ex. 6

On Feb 15, 2017, at 8:58 PM, Robin Bravender <rbravender(@eenews.net> wrote:

Hi Doug,

Please let me know if you still want to meet at 7 a.m. tomorrow. If | don't hear from you
tonight, I'll assume we're off and we can reschedule for a time that's most convenient for
you. | know you're having a hectic week!

Thanks!

Robin
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To: Dickerson, Aaron[dickerson.aaron@epa.gov]

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Mon 3/13/2017 1:47:56 PM

Subject: RE: Weekly 1:00pm Senior Staff Meeting on Monday

Aaron,

Thanks for the email.

What is the new assignment?

Doug Ericksen

From: Dickerson, Aaron

Sent: Monday, March 13, 2017 9:43 AM

To: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>

Cc: Hale, Michelle <hale.michelle@epa.gov>; Jackson, Ryan <jackson.ryan@epa.gov>
Subject: Weekly 1:00pm Senior Staff Meeting on Monday

Good morning Doug

Due to your new assignment within the agency and the large number of participants, you are no
longer required to attend the weekly 1:00pm Senior Staff meeting on Monday. We have
removed you from the meeting invitation but if you still see it on your calendar, please delete it.

Thank you.

Aaron Dickerson

Office of the Administrator
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U.S. EPA

Phone: 202-564-1783

Fax: 202-501-1338
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To: Grantham, Nancy[Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Wed 1/25/2017 9:25:16 PM

Subject: Re: Brady Dennis

I hate phone tag
Sent from my iPhone

On Jan 25, 2017, at 3:39 PM, Grantham, Nancy <Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov> wrote:

<image001.gif>
Hi Doug,

Brady Dennis of the Washington Post is calling and trying to reach you. I think you may be
playing phone tag.

Thanks ng

Nancy Grantham
Office of Public Affairs
US Envirocnmental Protection Agency

202-564-6879 (desk)

Personal Phone/Ex. 6 gm@bll&!
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To: David Schnare[Schnare@torcastlelaw.net]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Mon 1/23/2017 1:28:06 PM

Subject: RE: Schnare bio

Got it

From: David Schnare [mailto:Schnare@torcastlelaw.net]
Sent: Sunday, January 22, 2017 5:39 PM

To: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>

Cc: Personal Email/Ex. 6 |

Subject: Schnare bio

Doug:

This is my third try to get you something by email. If you want more than the below, let
me know.

dschnare

David W. Schnare, Esq. Ph.D. Dr. Schnare is an attorney and environmental scientist returning
to EPA having previously retired from a 41-year federal and state career as an Environmental
Science and Management professional and attorney, 33 years of which he served at EPA. Most
recently, he was associated with three law and policy centers, the Free-Market Environmental
Law Clinic (Director), the Energy & Environment Legal Institute (General Counsel), and the
Center for Environmental Stewardship at the Thomas Jefferson Institute for Public Policy
(Director).
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To: Konkus, John[konkus.jchn@epa.gov]

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Wed 3/15/2017 5:11:09 PM

Subject: RE: URGENT - Reuters story on Sierra Club investigation letter - comment?

Is this going out as official response with your name for the quote?

ericksen

From: Konkus, John

Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 1:09 PM

To: Emily.Flitter@thomsonreuters.com; Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>
Cc: Press <Press(@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: URGENT - Reuters story on Sierra Club investigation letter - comment?

“Administrator Pruitt’s comments are perfectly in keeping with the scientific integrity policy.
There is an ongoing scientific debate on climate change, its causes and its effect. That debate
should be encouraged as the Administrator has done, not discouraged as Sierra Club is
attempting to do.” — John Konkus

From: Emily.Flitter@thomsonreuters.com [mailto: Emily Flitter@thomsonreuters.com|
Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 12:41 PM

To: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug(@epa.gov>; Konkus, John <konkus.john@epa.gov>
Subject: URGENT - Reuters story on Sierra Club investigation letter - comment?

I’'m a reporter for Reuters in New York writing a story today about the Sierra Club’s letter to the
EPA OIG yesterday asking the IG to investigate Administrator Pruitt’s March 9 comments on
CNBC. As you know, Mr. Pruitt said he did not believe carbon dioxide was a major contributor
to climate change. The Sierra Club argues in its letter this is a violation of the EPA’s 2012
Scientific Integrity Policy (https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2014-
02/documents/scientific_integrity_policy 2012.pdf). I'm writing a story describing this request
for an investigation. Does the EPA have a comment, please? My deadline is ASAP. You can
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Thanks and best regards,

Emily

Emily Flitter
Correspondent

Thomson Reuters

Phone: 1 646 223 6310
@FlitterOnFraud
thomsonreuters.com
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To: Alex Guillen[aguillen@politico.com]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Thur 2/16/2017 2:18:57 PM
Subject: RE: Trump visit

Alex.

Still no details on our end about a visit by Pres. Trump to the EPA offices.

At the present time we anticipate a Senate confirmation vote on Friday. But that is, of course, up
to the Senate.

Sorry I do not have more details to share.

Doug Ericksen

From: Alex Guillen [mailto:aguillen@politico.com]
Sent: Thursday, February 16,2017 9:11 AM

To: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>
Subject: Trump visit

Hey Doug, know that it looks certain Pruitt’s confirmation vote is tomorrow around 1, do you
have any more details on Trump’s visit? Will it happen tomorrow afternoon after the swearing-
in, or next week?

Alex Guillén
Energy Reporter

POLITICO Pro

(@) 703.341.4619 [ (C) Personal Phone/Ex. 6
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aquillen@politico.com | @alexcguillen
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To: Schnare, David[schnare.david@epa.gov]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Mon 3/13/2017 1:27:24 PM

Subject: Ericksen

David,

I 'am in the building today. You have a few minutes to catch up on a few items?

Ericksen
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To: Davenport, Coral[coral.davenport@nytimes.com]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Wed 1/25/2017 9:24:36 PM

Subject: Re: can u confirm grant freeze will end this week?

Yes. Release pending

Sent from my iPhone

On Jan 25, 2017, at 4:08 PM, Davenport, Coral <coral.davenport@nytimes.com> wrote:

or next?
tks
cd

Coral Davenport

Energy and Environment Correspondent
The New York Times

Washington Bureau

1627 1 St. NW, Suite 700

Washington, DC 20006
coral.davenport@nytimes.com

0 202-862-0359

C Personal Phone/Ex. 6

Twitter @CoralMDavenport
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To: ethics[ethics@epa.gov]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Wed 3/15/2017 5:09:01 PM
Subject: RE: Doug Ericksen

Today or tomorrow works for me.

I am here the rest of today.

Doug

From: ethics

Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 1:06 PM
To: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>
Cc: Fort, Daniel <Fort.Daniel@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Doug Ericksen

I’d be happy to help you. I can come to your office or we can Skype. I’m in tomorrow and
telecommuting on Friday.

Dan Fort

564-2200

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 1:00 PM
To: ethics <ethics@epa.gov>

Subject: Doug Ericksen

I need some assistance finishing my New Entrant Report.
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Doug Ericken

202-379-6084
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To: Mccabe, Catherine[McCabe.Catherine@epa.gov]; Grantham,
Nancy[Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov]

Cc: Benton, Donald[benton.donald@epa.gov]; Flynn, Mike[Flynn.Mike@epa.gov]

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Mon 1/23/2017 1:24:42 PM

Subject: RE: NANCY / GEORGE BNA Media Request: EPA Trump Team [WARNING: DKIM validation
failed]

Good morning,

What a blustery day.

| received an inquiry from a reporter last week who seemed to have a complete list of names.

| also received an email from a reporter to my EPA email account on Sunday.

Looking forward to a busy day.

Ericksen

From: Mccabe, Catherine

Sent: Sunday, January 22, 2017 12:25 PM

To: Grantham, Nancy <Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov>

Cc: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>; Benton, Donald <benton.donald@epa.gov>;
Flynn, Mike <Flynn.Mike@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: NANCY / GEORGE BNA Media Request: EPA Trump Team [WARNING: DKIM
validation failed]

I notice that the reporter only has some of the names, so that rules out that anyone leaked the
transition beachhead team list -- in case anyone is still worrying about that.

Sent from my iPhone

On Jan 22, 2017, at 12:20 PM, Grantham, Nancy <Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov> wrote:
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Hi Don and Doug,

Please see inquiry below -- her deadline is 8 p.m. this evening, for a story tomorrow
morning in Energy and Environment. Since it will announce your team, we are
thinking that it makes sense to get the all employee email out as early as possible
tomorrow.

We also have media inquiries from Politico and Bloomberg regarding holds on any
regulatory actions.

Please let us know how you would like to proceed. We are available for a
conference call if you would like us to set one up.

Thanks

Nancy Grantham

From: "Leven, Rachel" <rleven@bna.com>
Date: January 21, 2017 at

Hi, Julia.

I’m working on a story regarding a number of additional nominees/ team set to
join the EPA for the Trump administration. So far, the names I've nailed down
are Don Benton, Charles Munoz, David Kreutzer, David Schnare and George
Sugiyama.
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| wanted to give you a heads up that the story is coming, and reach out in case
you’d be willing to talk in more specifics about the roles for each of these folks.

Either way, hope you're having a good weekend.

Best,

Rachel

Rachel Leven

Reporter

Bloomberg BNA

Direct 703.341.3778

Cell 571.319.7081

rleven@bna.com
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To: Robin Bravender[rbravender@eenews.net]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Thur 2/16/2017 2:16:45 PM

Subject: RE: Meeting Thursday morning?

Sounds good. See you there.

Ericksen

From: Robin Bravender [mailto:rbravender@eenews.net]
Sent: Thursday, February 16, 2017 8:41 AM

To: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: Meeting Thursday morning?

Great, let's plan on 1 pm at the Trump Hotel Starbucks. Thanks!
Robin Bravender
Environment & Energy Publishing

Desk: 202-446-0410

Mobl]e Personal Phone/Ex. 6

On Feb 16, 2017, at 8:32 AM, Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug(@epa.gov> wrote:

We can meet at the Starbucks in the Trump Hotel today. | am free till 11. And then | am
free from 1-2.

Doug

From: Robin Bravender [mailto:rbravender@eenews.net]
Sent: Wednesday, February 15, 2017 9:51 PM

To: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: Meeting Thursday morning?
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Let's reschedule! Let me know a good time for you. I could meet Thursday afternoon, if that

works for you.
Robin Bravender
Environment & Energy Publishing

Desk: 202-446-0410

MOblleJ Personal Phone/Ex. 6

On Feb 15, 2017, at 8:58 PM, Robin Bravender <rbravender@eenews.net> wrote:

Hi Doug,

Please let me know if you still want to meet at 7 a.m. tomorrow. If | don't hear from you tonight,
I'll assume we're off and we can reschedule for a time that's most convenient for you. | know

you're having a hectic week!

Thanks!

Robin
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To: jessica.e.dittog EOP/Ex. 6
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Wed 1/25/2017 7:45:10 PM

Subject: EPA transition

Jessica. Doug Ericksen here from EPA transition. | am lead on communications
Would like to talk when u can

Doug Ericksen
202 379 6084

Sent from my iPhone
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To: Grantham, Nancy[Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov]

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Mon 1/23/2017 1:21:50 PM

Subject: RE: NANCY / GEORGE BNA Media Request: EPA Trump Team [WARNING: DKIM validation
failed]

Good morning Nancy.

Doug Ericksen here. Could you stop by my office this morning when you have a chance to go
over a few items.

What a blustery Monday morning. A great metaphor for the upcoming weeks.

Ericksen

Rm. 3312

From: Grantham, Nancy

Sent: Sunday, January 22, 2017 12:21 PM

To: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>; Benton, Donald <benton.donald@epa.gov>;
Mccabe, Catherine <McCabe.Catherine@epa.gov>; Flynn, Mike <Flynn.Mike@epa.gov>;
Grantham, Nancy <Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov>

Subject: Fw: NANCY / GEORGE BNA Media Request: EPA Trump Team [WARNING: DKIM
validation failed]

Hi Don and Doug,

Please see inquiry below -- her deadline is 8 p.m. this evening, for a story tomorrow
morning in Energy and Environment. Since it will announce your team, we are thinking
that it makes sense to get the all employee email out as early as possible tomorrow.

We also have media inquiries from Politico and Bloomberg regarding holds on any
regulatory actions.
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Please let us know how you would like to proceed. We are available for a conference
call if you would like us to set one up.

Thanks

Nancy Grantham

From: "Leven, Rachel" <rleven@bna.com>
Date: January 21, 2017 at

Hi, Julia.

I’m working on a story regarding a number of additional nominees/ team set to join
the EPA for the Trump administration. So far, the names I've nailed down are Don
Benton, Charles Munoz, David Kreutzer, David Schnare and George Sugiyama.

| wanted to give you a heads up that the story is coming, and reach out in case
you’d be willing to talk in more specifics about the roles for each of these folks.

Either way, hope you're having a good weekend.

Best,

Rachel
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Rachel Leven

Reporter

Bloomberg BNA

Direct 703.341.3778

Ce” Personal Phone/Ex. 6 |

rleven@bna.com
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To: Robin Bravender[rbravender@eenews.net]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Thur 2/16/2017 1:32:27 PM

Subject: RE: Meeting Thursday morning?

We can meet at the Starbucks in the Trump Hotel today. | am free till 11. And then | am free
from 1-2.

Doug

From: Robin Bravender [mailto:rbravender@eenews.net]
Sent: Wednesday, February 15, 2017 9:51 PM

To: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: Meeting Thursday morning?

Let's reschedule! Let me know a good time for you. I could meet Thursday afternoon, if that
works for you.

Robin Bravender
Environment & Energy Publishing

Desk: 202-446-0410

..................................................

On Feb 15, 2017, at 8:58 PM, Robin Bravender <rbravender(@eenews.net> wrote:

Hi Doug,

Please let me know if you still want to meet at 7 a.m. tomorrow. If | don't hear from you tonight, I'll
assume we're off and we can reschedule for a time that's most convenient for you. | know you're
having a hectic week!

Thanks!
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Robin
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To: Grantham, Nancy[Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Wed 1/25/2017 7:17:29 PM

Subject: Re: Flint Water media inquiry

Good to go
Sent from my iPhone

On Jan 25, 2017, at 2:16 PM, Grantham, Nancy <Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov> wrote:

Hi Doug,

This is a an inquiry on Flint, Ml water quality. The state of Ml announced
yesterday that the water is getting better.

Our proposed response is highlighted in yellow.

Thanks ng

Nancy Grantham
Office of Public Affairs
US Environmental Protection Agency

202-564-6879 (desk)
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Personal Phone/Ex. 6 im@bll&)

cdickson@yahoo-inc.com) emailed at 10:39 on 1/25/17 asking about the Flint water levels
falling. Specific request: I'm working on a story this morning about the MDEQ
announcement yesterday that lead levels in Flint’s water supply have fallen below the
federal limit, and I'd love to get a comment from you or someone at EPA Region 5.

I've spoken to several Flint residents who've said they are skeptical about this
announcement, because they’ve either not had anyone from the state come to test the
water in their home, or they've sent their own water samples to be tested independently
and found that it still contains dangerously high levels of lead (not to mention other
chemicals ).

Is this skepticism justified? Does EPA Region 5 stand by the MDEQ’s latest findings? Has
the EPA done, or does it plan to do, any additional testing to confirm whether Flint's water
system is in compliance with the federal Lead and Copper Rule?

I’'m on a relatively short deadline—aiming to have this story published this afternoon—so
any comment you’re able to provide within the next couple of hours would be great.

Deadline is this afternoon.

Flint’s water quality continues to improve. EPA’s data, along with that from MDEQ and
others, including Virginia Tech, demonstrates significant progress over the past year. Lead
levels have substantially decreased and orthophosphate is doing its job. Chicrine levels
have improved and stabilized through the system for effective disinfection. Disinfection
byproducts are under control and remain well below proper levels.

EPA’s experts believe that the system will continue to improve over the next year.
Orthophosphate will continue to be added for continued restoration of the protective coating
of all pipes. Regular water use by residents and businesses will improve orthophosphate
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and chlorine levels and overall water quality in the system. EPA will continue to oversee
efforts to improve water distribution throughout the city.

While EPA is encouraged about these findings, we continue to review available data and
information with the State, community leaders, and others. For the time being, EPA
continues to recommend Flint residents do not drink unfiltered tap water. EPA will continue
to monitor progress made by the City and the State to complete the requirements under the
federal order that remains in place.
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To: Devin Henry[dhenry@thehill.com]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Wed 2/15/2017 5:57:20 PM
Subject: Re: Trump EPA visit?

We have no confirmation of Pres. Trump coming to the EPA building. We would love to host
him but at this time there is nothing set up.

Doug Ericksen
Sent from my iPhone

On Feb 15, 2017, at 12:03 PM, Devin Henry <dhenry@thehill.com> wrote:

Hey Doug,
Devin Henry with The Hill here.

Can you confirm anything (on background as an administration official, if you'd like) from
this Inside EPA piece about potential Trump executive orders at the EPA?
https://insideepa.com/daily-news/irump-eves-epa-visit-announce-limits-agency-after-pruitt-
sworn?utm_source=dlvr.it&utm medium=twitter

Let me know. I'm writing something based on that report but would like to confirm it on my
own if possible.

Thanks for any hope you can give. Thanks Doug,

-Devin

Devin Henry
Staff Writer, The Hill
P: (202) 349-8127

(i Personal Phone/Ex. 6 |

Twitter: (@dhenry
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To: Hale, Michelle[hale.michelle@epa.gov]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Tue 5/9/2017 9:12:22 PM

Subject: RE: Doug Ericksen

Michelle,

Chairing that committee has put me on the front lines of many battles—and the great part is we
have won on most of the battles and we are in court on the ones we lost.

Any help is greatly appreciated.

I could also try to change my flights to be here next week on Monday and Tuesday—but this
week would be better.

Doug Ericksen

From: Hale, Michelle

Sent: Tuesday, May 9, 2017 5:08 PM

To: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>
Cc: Hupp, Sydney <hupp.sydney@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Doug Ericksen

Hi there. I'm copying Sydney to see if there is a possibility this week — I know his schedule is
packed and he is going to Colorado for a speech on Thursday then to Oklahoma for his
daughter’s graduation.

I knew you are a Senator but that is really awesome about your chairing the Energy and Environ.
Comm.

From: Ericksen, Doug
Sent: Tuesday, May 9, 2017 5:05 PM
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To: Hale, Michelle <hale.michelle@epa.gov>
Subject: Doug Ericksen

Michelle,

Hope all is well. It is fun being back in DC for a few days.

I am inquiring to see if there is time this week to meet with Administrator Pruitt.

My 120 days as an employee ends on May 20%.

I am not sure if I mentioned to you before, but my other job is State Senator in Washington
State. I serve as the Chairman of the Energy and Environment Committee. [ am the only
Republican Energy and Environment Chairman on the West Coast of the USA.

All the best.

Doug Ericksen

Special Advisor to the Administrator

Personal Phone/Ex. 6

202-379-6084
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To: Dennis, Brady[Brady.Dennis@washpost.com]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Wed 1/25/2017 5:48:53 PM

Subject: Re: climate pages, etc

Sure. In a few minutes.
Sent from my iPhone

On Jan 25, 2017, at 12:36 PM, Dennis, Brady <Brad

.Dennis@washpost.com> wrote:

Hi Doug,

I know there’s been much made over the fate of the climate web pages at EPA. Wondering
if you have a few minutes to talk with me and set straight what’s actually happening?

Happy to talk anytime.

Thanks,

Brady

<image001.png>

Brady Dennis

National Staff

Health, Science & Environment
Work: (202) 334-7745

Email: brady.dennis@washpost.com

Stories: goo.gl/SY131A

Twitter: @brady dennis
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To: Hale, Michelle[hale.michelle@epa.gov]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Tue 5/9/2017 9:05:16 PM

Subject: Doug Ericksen

Michelle,

Hope all is well. It is fun being back in DC for a few days.

I am inquiring to see if there is time this week to meet with Administrator Pruitt.

My 120 days as an employee ends on May 20™.

I am not sure if I mentioned to you before, but my other job is State Senator in Washington
State. I serve as the Chairman of the Energy and Environment Committee. [ am the only
Republican Energy and Environment Chairman on the West Coast of the USA.

All the best.

Doug Ericksen

Special Advisor to the Administrator

Personal Phone/Ex. 6

202-379-6084
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To: Benton, Donald[benton.donald@epa.gov]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Tue 3/14/2017 6:39:51 PM

Subject: FW: Non-EPA response team

From: Schnare, David

Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2017 11:54 AM

To: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>
Cc: Kreutzer, David <kreutzer.david@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: Non-EPA response team

Why ? Pruitt has not taken ownership of the issue as best I can tell. Or do you know something [

don't?

d

Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 14, 2017, at 11:52 AM, Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug(@epa.gov> wrote:

David and David,

As you time allows I would like to sit down with you to put together a list of scientists and
professionals who can provide balance to the climate change CO2 conversation.

We can discuss more in person.

Doug Ericksen
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To: Grantham, Nancy[Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov]

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Wed 1/25/2017 4:25:07 PM

Subject: Re: Presentation to the WSU Climate iImpacts to Water Conference - Jan 25th

Ok. Good to go
Erickson

Sent from my iPhone

On Jan 25, 2017, at 10:56 AM, Grantham, Nancy <Grantham.Nancy(@epa.gov> wrote:

<image001.gif>
Hi Doug,

We learned of this presentation last night — evidently it has been scheduled for a
while.

Please see highlighted info on the presentation below and let us know your
thoughts.

Thanks ng

Nancy Grantham

Office of Public Affairs

US Environmental Protection Agency
202-564-6879 (desk)

202-253-7056 (mobile)

Holsman, Marianne has shared a OneDrive for Business file with you. To view i, click the link below.
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This is tomorrow.

Marianne

Follow us!

<image002 png> <image003 png> <image004 png> <image0s png> <£maqe006.mq><imaqe007.an>

From: Soscia, Marylou

Sent: Monday, January 23, 2017 6:30 PM

To: Holsman, Marianne <Holsman.Marianne@epa.gov>

Cc: Psyk, Christine <Psyk.Christine@epa.gov>; Edmondson, Lucy
<Edmondson.Lucy@epa.gov>

Subject: Presentation to the WSU Climate Impacts to Water Conference - Jan 25th

Marianne:

[ will be speaking on Wed am at the WSU Climate Impact to Water Conference in Skamania, WA.
I will be focusing my talk on Columbia River water quality issues including total dissolved gas,
water temperature and toxics reduction work that I have been doing for many years. I am not going
to be talking about climate change. I have included the invitational email below and I am attaching
my ppt and the proposed agenda. Please let me know if you need more information.

Mary Lou
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Sept 29, 2016

Greetings Mary Lou,

My name is Liz Whitefield and I am the outreach coordinator for the Livestock Nutrient Program at
Washington State University. Myself, along with other PNW university climate related programs are
organizing a conference focused on Climate Impacts to Water to be held January 25-26, 2017 at
Skamania Lodge in Stevenson, WA. This regional (ID, WA, OR) conference is directed towards ag
professionals, consultants, producers, agency and applied academia that are involved with
agriculture and/or water quality. | would like to invite you to speak on a water user/stakeholders
panel on January 25. It would be more than worthwhile for this group to hear your perspectives
working on the Columbia River protection, quality, and restoration as well as with the CR toxins
reduction group.

I’ve attached a flier and a brief document with the objectives of the conference, as well as the team
and the regional projects involved with the coordination of the meeting. The website of the
conference is: cm.wsu.edu/climateimpactstowaterconference Please let me know if you would
kindly accept the offer to present on Jan 25, 2017 when you have a free chance. Also, please feel
free to contact me if you have questions.

In addition, would you have any recommendations for a good speaker within the tribal community
that could speak on this panel as well? Also, we plan on having a panel session featuring producer/
grower stories of water conservation and water quality stewardship. | was wondering if you could
recommend anyone to speak on this panel, or if possibly the Columbia River toxin reduction group
might fit well into this category? Please let me know when you have a free minute. Thank you for
your time Mary Lou, I hope to hear from you soon.

Kind Regards,

Liz Whitefield

Outreach coordinator, PAS

Washington State University

Livestock Nutrient Management Program
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2606 W Pioneer

Puyallup, WA 98371

Ofﬁce;é Personal Phone/Ex. 6

e.whitefield@wsu.edu

www.animalaeclimatechange.ore

Twitter: https://twitter.com/climateanimals

Facebook: http://www.facebook.com/AnimalAgandClimateChange

Mary Lou Soscia | Columbia River Coordinator | US EPA

805 S.W. Broadway, Suite 500 | Portland, OR 97205

www.cpa.qovicolumbiariver | https://twitter.com/EPAcolumbia

<Final Agenda.pdf>
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To: Grantham, Nancy[Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Tue 3/14/2017 4:26:53 PM

Subject: RE: Chesapeake bay visit

Got ya.

ericksen

From: Grantham, Nancy

Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2017 12:12 PM

To: D'Andrea, Michael <DANDREA.MICHAEL@EPA.GOV>

Cc: Rodrigues, Cecil <rodrigues.cecil@epa.gov>; Benton, Donald <benton.donald@epa.gov>; Ericksen,
Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>

Subject: Chesapeake bay visit

Just talked with administrator's scheduling team and they want to hold off for now in Chesapeake visit.

Thx ng

Sent from my iPhone
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To: Grantham, Nancy[Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov]

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Wed 1/25/2017 4:24:09 PM

Subject: Re: Emergency Response: R7 dispatching OSC's to Magellan pipeline spill northern lowa

Thank you
Sent from my iPhone

On Jan 25, 2017, at 11:20 AM, Grantham, Nancy <Grantham.Nancy(@epa.gov> wrote:

For your awareness

Thanks ng

Nancy Grantham
Office of Public Affairs
US Envirenmental Protection Agency

202-564-6879 (desk)

Personal Phone/Ex. 6 | ‘m@h”ﬁ!

From: Carey, Curtis

Sent: Wednesday, January 25, 2017 11:13 AM

To: Press <Press@epa.gov>; Grantham, Nancy <Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov>; Hull,
George <Hull.George(@epa.gov>; Richardson, RobinH <Richardson.RobinH@epa.gov>;
Bowles, Jack <Bowles.Jack@epa.gov>

Cec: Kelley, Jeff <kelley.jeff(@epa.gov>; Bryan, David <Bryan.David@epa.gov>; Brees,
Angela <Brees.Angela@epa.gov>; Flournoy, Karen <Flournoy.Karen@epa.gov>; Chu, Ed
<Chu.Ed@epa.gov>; Peterson, Mary <Peterson.Mary@epa.gov>

Subject: Emergency Response: R7 dispatching OSC's to Magellan pipeline spill northern
Iowa

R7 Superfund Division is dispatching two OSCs to a Magellan pipeline spill up near the
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Iowa / Minnesota border. Region 5 is supporting R7 by sending an OSC who is in closer
proximity to the spill. EPA R7 is coordinating with RS, IDNR and local Emergency
Management officials. The PIO in R7 is David Bryan.

Initial reports are that there may have been 1,500 — 2,500 barrels (63,000 — 105,000 gallons)
of diesel released. EPA R7 has confirmed that there are no downstream drinking water
intakes or tribal lands immediately downstream from the spill in Worth County, lowa.
Willow Creek flows into the Winnebago River, which flows southeast towards Mason City.

The closest town is Hanlontown, Iowa. IDNR has dispatched Carl Berg from the local
IDNR field office.

Magellan has deployed multiple response and recovery resources.

We will send out an update when we have an on-site presence.

There is inclement weather in the area — a foot of blowing snow and all roads in northern
Iowa are snow packed.

Curtis D. Carey, Ph.D.

Public Affairs Director

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Region 7 (Kansas, Missouri, Nebraska, lowa & Nine Tribes)

(913) 551-7506
epa.gov | epa.gov/region? | http://blog.epa.gov/bigbluethread

<imaged01.png> <imagel02.png> <imagel03.png> <imagell4.png> <Emaae@ﬂfﬁ.pnq%ﬁmageﬁi}@.‘DHQ>
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<Spill Summary Report for NRC Report 1169441.pdf>
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To: Fort, Daniel[Fort.Daniel@epa.gov]

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Tue 4/18/2017 1:58:19 PM

Subject: Re: REMINDER: You owe us information!

I will call u at 3.30

Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 18, 2017, at 6:57 AM, Fort, Daniel <Fort.Daniel@epa.gov> wrote:

I'm very flexible. | can do 3:30PM today (EDT) or anytime tomorrow from 10AM — 5PM
(EDT).

You pick the time and I'm there.

Dan

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Tuesday, April 18, 2017 9:54 AM

To: Fort, Daniel <Fort.Daniel@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: REMINDER: You owe us information!

Is there a time that works better for you?
Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 17,2017, at 2:18 PM, Fort, Daniel <Fort.Daniel@epa.gov> wrote:

I’'m also free after 10AM on Wednesday.

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Monday, April 17, 2017 4:27 PM

To: Fort, Daniel <Fort.Daniel@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: REMINDER: You owe us information!
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Dan. We will have to do this via phone. I am working from West Coast.

Doug Ericksen
Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 14, 2017, at 12:54 PM, Fort, Daniel <Fort.Daniel@epa.gov> wrote:

Sure thing! Just name the time. | have to do new employee orientation at
9:45AM, but I'm free after that. Want me to come down to your office?
Remind me where that is. Also, send me an electronic invitation.

See you Monday.

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Friday, April 14, 2017 3:43:03 PM

To: Fort, Daniel

Subject: Re: REMINDER: You owe us information!

Can we go over it on Monday? I cannot think it will take long. My life is not
complicated

Doug Ericksen
Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 14, 2017, at 9:17 AM, Fort, Daniel <Fort.Daniel@epa.gov> wrote:

Well, you did submit your first draft of the report. But, we sent you
back the comments below on 3/17 that you need to respond to. I'm
telecommuting today, but I'll can be reached by phone or email. I'm
also physically back in the office on Monday.
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Personal Matters/Ex. 6

From: Ericksen, Doug
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Sent: Friday, April 14, 2017 11:20:43 AM
Cc: Fort, Daniel
Subject: Re: REMINDER: You owe us information!

Dan. When is a good time to talk about correcting my report? I thought I
had finished it.

Doug Ericksen
Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 11, 2017, at 10:57 AM, Fugh, Justina <Fugh.Justina@epa.gov>
wrote:

Hi Doug,

Dan Fort (copied here) is your contact person. If you have your
EPA laptop with you, he can help you via Skype for Business.

Justina

Justina Fugh | Senior Counsel for Ethics | Office of General Counsel | US EPA | Mail
Code 2311A | Room 4308 North, William Jefferson Clinton Federal Building |
Washington, DC 20460 {for ground deliveries, use 20004 for the zip code) | phone 202-
564-1786 | fax 202-564-1772

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Monday, April 10, 2017 12:32 PM

To: Fugh, Justina <Fugh.Justina@epa.qov>
Subject: RE: REMINDER: You owe us information!

ED_001612_00022174-00004



Justina,

I will need some help getting this done.

I am on the West Coast right now.

Who should | reach out to for assistance?

Doug Ericksen

From: Fugh, Justina

Sent: Thursday, April 6, 2017 10:44 AM
To: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>
Subject: REMINDER: | |

Hi,

On March 17, OGC/Ethics returned your new entrant report to
you with comments (see below). You have not yet finalized your
report, so we can't certify it. Your report has been requested by
the public, so you need to answer our questions so we can certify
your report. Otherwise, we may not have any choice but to
release it as is.

Comments of Reviewing Officials

Personal Matters/Ex. 6
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Personal Matters/Ex. 6

Justina Fugh | Senior Counsel for Ethics | Office of General Counsel | US EPA | Mail
Code 2311A | Room 4308 North, William Jefferson Clinton Federal Building |
Washington, DC 20460 {for ground deliveries, use 20004 for the zip code) | phone 202-

564-1786 | fax 202-564-1772
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To: Benton, Donald[benton.donald@epa.gov]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Tue 3/14/2017 4:10:10 PM

Subject: FW: Letter for Don Benton

From: Schnare, David

Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2017 11:52 AM

To: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: Letter for Don Benton

Would be nice to show Don and me as the leadership team, since that was the reality.
Nevertheless , I'll sign it.

d

Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 14, 2017, at 11:20 AM, Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug(@epa.gov> wrote:

I have put together the following letter for Don Benton to President Trump. I am emailing
to see if the members of the Beach Head team would sign on.

Please get back to me.

Doug

TO: President Donald J. Trump
FROM: EPA Transition Team Members
DATE: March 14, 2017
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RE:

Senior White House Advisor Don Benton

Ex. 5

Sincerely,
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To: Grantham, Nancy[Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Wed 1/25/2017 4:06:56 PM

Subject: standard reply to inquires about media pause

Lets send this reply on my behalf to media questions on media pause:

This is the first presidential transition of the social media era. According to EPA’s Website, the Agency
has nine blogs, three discussion forums, 34 Facebook pages, 37 Twitter accounts, more than 50 widgets —
such as Act on Climate and Count down to Earth Day, YouTube channel, Pinterest, Instagram, Flickr,
Storify, Medium, and the Web site. The digital media strategist left last year, and, remember, just a year
ago, the GAO ruled the agency violated federal law and engaged in “covert propaganda” using social
media. Until we get a new digital media strategist, it’s more effective to have it media and messages
coordinated through the Beachhead Team. There is nothing unreasonable nor unusual about that.
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To: Alex Guillen[aguillen@politico.com]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Tue 2/14/2017 8:42:52 PM
Subject: RE: Trump visit

If he gets confirmed the White House handles the initial swearing in. It will be at the location of
their choice at the time of their choice. We are planning on some other activities to happen

here at the EPA office that the media will be invited to. No dates or times have been released yet
since we do not have a confirmed administrator yet.

I wish I could give you better details.

Doug Ericksen
EPA Transition Team

Communications Lead

From: Alex Guillen [mailto:aguillen@politico.com]
Sent: Tuesday, February 14, 2017 3:31 PM

To: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Trump visit

Will do Doug. If it comes late on Friday or Saturday, will he be sworn in over the weekend? Or
will you wait until Tuesday? Assuming the Senate gets to him this week. And will press be able
to attend that? For my planning purposes only.

From: Ericksen, Doug [mailto:ericksen.doug(@epa.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, February 14, 2017 3:21 PM

To: Alex Guillen <aguillen@politico.com>

Subject: RE: Trump visit

I am not aware of any plans at the moment for President Trump to be visiting the EPA office.
We will wait to see when and if the
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Senate takes action to confirm the new administrator.

We would always welcome a visit to the EPA office from the President of the United States.

Please feel free to check back in with me closer to the confirmation vote and we may have more
details at that time.

Doug Ericksen

From: Alex Guillen [mailto:aguillen@politico.com]
Sent: Tuesday, February 14, 2017 3:06 PM

To: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>
Subject: Trump visit

Hey Doug, I saw a report Trump will visit EPA to sign some Eos once Pruitt is sworn in. Can
you confirm that? What is the plan?

Many thanks,

Alex Guillén

Energy Reporter

POLITICO Pro

(0) 703.341.4613 | (c)| Personal PhonelEx. 6 |

aguillen@politico.com | @alexcguillen
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To: Schnare, David[schnare.david@epa.gov]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Tue 3/14/2017 3:54:43 PM

Subject: RE: Non-EPA response team

CNBC interview.

ericksen

From: Schnare, David

Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2017 11:54 AM

To: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>
Cc: Kreutzer, David <kreutzer.david@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: Non-EPA response team

Why ? Pruitt has not taken ownership of the issue as best I can tell. Or do you know something I

don't?

d

Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 14, 2017, at 11:52 AM, Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov> wrote:

David and David,

As you time allows I would like to sit down with you to put together a list of scientists and
professionals who can provide balance to the climate change CO2 conversation.

We can discuss more in person.

Doug Ericksen
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To: Schnare, David[schnare.david@epa.gov]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Wed 1/25/2017 3:36:52 PM

Subject: Re: Possible social media soundbite

Thank you. I will use. Who put this together?
Sent from my iPhone

On Jan 25, 2017, at 9:40 AM, Schnare, David <schnare.david@epa.gov> wrote:

Doug,

Here’s a possible soundbite or something you can send out or otherwise use with the media. I think
it gets to the heart of the matter, giving facts the media does not now have.

dschnare

This is the first presidential transition of the social media era. According to EPA’s Website,
the Agency has nine blogs, three discussion forums, 34 Facebook pages, 37 Twitter accounts,
more than 50 widgets — such as Act on Climate and Count down to Earth Day, YouTube
channel, Pinterest, Instagram, Flickr, Storify, Medium, and the Web site. The digital media
strategist left last year, and, remember, just a year ago, the GAO ruled the agency violated
Jfederal law and engaged in “covert propaganda” using social media. Until we get a new
digital media strategist, it’s more effective to have it media and messages coordinated through
the Beachhead Team. There is nothing unreasonable nor unusual about that.
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To: Konkus, John[konkus.john@epa.gov]; Grantham, Nancy[Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Tue 2/21/2017 1:00:27 PM

Subject: FW: Visit to Chesapeake Bay Program Office

Administrator visit to Chesapeake Bay Program Office.

Here is the plan:

Arrive Program Office

1)

Get briefed by EPA staff on site on 2™ floor of office building in the conference room. Room
holds about 15 people—we should not have more than 10 people in there.

2)

After briefing by EPA staff address media from parking lot directly in front of EPA office with
boats and Naval Academy in background.

3)

Walk from media briefing to look at storm water project done by local restaurant. This is about
2 blocks away, can drive or walk depending on weather and crowds. Media can follow to
parking lot.

Parking lot is not much to look at and there are not too many good visuals there. Itisa
unobtrusive storm water project. No large berms or swales.

4)
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Lunch at restaurant after viewing storm water project.

Invite list should be coordinated with local EPA office and through our intergovernmental
office. Gov of Maryland. Local mayor, etc should be on list. Private lunch area can
accommodate about 20 people (plus or minus).

S)

Following lunch, walk back to EPA offices where Admin Pruitt will conduct an all hands
meeting in the conference room on water.

More details can be handled with EPA staff on site.

Ericksen

From: Benton, Donald

Sent: Monday, February 20, 2017 5:14 PM

To: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>
Subject: FW: Visit to Chesapeake Bay Program Office

Doug, Could you please fine tune and finalize the Bay visit agenda based on our trip there. We
want it ready to go when Pruitt pulls the trigger on it.

Thanks,

Don

Don

Senator Don Benton

Senior White House Advisor
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Office of the Administrator

202.564.4711

From: Grantham, Nancy

Sent: Saturday, February 11, 2017 11:02 PM

To: David Schnare <Schnare(@torcastlelaw.net>

Cc: Benton, Donald <benton.donald@epa.gov>; Konkus, John <konkus.john(@epa.gov>;
Richardson, RobinH <Richardson.RobinH@epa.gov>; Ericksen, Doug
<ericksen.doug@epa.gov>; Weese, Eric <Weese.Eric@epa.gov>; Shapiro, Mike
<Shapiro.Mike@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: Visit to Chesapeake Bay Program Office

Thx
Sent from my iPhone

On Feb 11, 2017, at 7:28 PM, David Schnare <Schnare@torcastlelaw.net> wrote:

The trip may well be put off a bit. Mr. Pruitt wants to do local media first and get his feet on
the ground a bit before he heads out of the offfice. We will reexamine his schedule on either
Friday or the following Tuesday.

dschnare

Sent from my iPad

On Feb 11, 2017, at 2:51 PM, Grantham, Nancy <Grantham.Nancy(@epa.gov> wrote:

Great, we have a team working on itinerary options and we will have something to
discuss with you mid-day on Monday.
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Personal Matters/Ex. 6

Thanks ng

Nancy Grantham
Office of Public Affairs
US Environmental Protection Agency

202-564-6879 (desk)

Personal Phone/Ex. 6 (m@h”@)

From: Benton, Donald

Sent: Saturday, February 11, 2017 2:47 PM

To: Grantham, Nancy <Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov>

Cc: Konkus, John <konkus.john@epa.gov>; Richardson, RobinH
<Richardson.RobinH@epa.gov>; Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug(@epa.gov>; Weese,
Eric <Weese.Eric(@epa.gov>; Shapiro, Mike <Shapiro.Mike(@epa.gov>; David
Schnare <Schnare@torcastlelaw.net>

Subject: Re: Visit to Chesapeake Bay Program Office

Nancy,

Swearing in will now likely happen next Thursday evening or Friday so the visit will
be the following Tuesday after the holiday, tentatively. I will go on advance visit this
coming Wednesday morning . We should plan on leaving at 10.

Thanks, Don

Sent from my iPad

On Feb 9, 2017, at 12:08 PM, Grantham, Nancy <Grantham.Nancy(@epa.gov> wrote:

Thanks — we will work to make it happen.
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Nancy Grantham
Office of Public Affairs
US Envirocnmental Protection Agency

202-564-6879 (desk)

Personal Phone/Ex. 6 gm@bll@!

From: Benton, Donald

Sent: Thursday, February 09, 2017 2:54 PM

To: Konkus, John <konkus.john@epa.gov>; Grantham, Nancy

<Grantham Nancy@epa.gov>; Richardson, RobinH
<Richardson.RobinH@epa.gov>; Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug(@epa.gov>;
Weese, Eric <Weese.Uric(@epa.gov>; Shapiro, Mike <Shapiro.Mike@epa.gov>
Cc: David Schnare <Schnare@torcastlelaw.net>

Subject: Visit to Chesapeake Bay Program Office

Importance: High

Team,
Administrator Pruitt will be visiting the Office within 48 hours of his swearing in.

I have notified Mike Shapiro and Eric Weese I intend to make an advance visit
there on Monday. ( I may need to send a surrogate)

I need by COB tomorrow some talking points for Mr. Pruitt and a proposed
agendal/itinerary for the trip. We should invite the Governor of Maryland.

Thanks,

Don

Senator Don Benton

Senior White House Advisor
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Office of the Administrator
202.564.4711
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To: Alex Guillen[aguillen@politico.com]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Tue 2/14/2017 8:20:58 PM
Subject: RE: Trump visit

I am not aware of any plans at the moment for President Trump to be visiting the EPA office.
We will wait to see when and if the
Senate takes action to confirm the new administrator.

We would always welcome a visit to the EPA office from the President of the United States.

Please feel free to check back in with me closer to the confirmation vote and we may have more
details at that time.

Doug Ericksen

From: Alex Guillen [mailto:aguillen@politico.com]
Sent: Tuesday, February 14, 2017 3:06 PM

To: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>
Subject: Trump visit

Hey Doug, I saw a report Trump will visit EPA to sign some Eos once Pruitt is sworn in. Can
you confirm that? What is the plan?

Many thanks,

Alex Guillén

Energy Reporter

POLITICO Pro
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(Q) 703.341.4619 ‘ (C) Personal Phone/Ex. 6 5

aguillen@politico.com | @alexcguillen
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To: Fort, Daniel[Fort.Daniel@epa.gov]

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Tue 4/18/2017 1:54:20 PM

Subject: Re: REMINDER: You owe us information!

Is there a time that works better for you?
Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 17,2017, at 2:18 PM, Fort, Daniel <Fort.Daniel@epa.gov> wrote:

I’'m also free after 10AM on Wednesday.

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Monday, April 17, 2017 4:27 PM

To: Fort, Daniel <Fort.Daniel@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: REMINDER: You owe us information!

Dan. We will have to do this via phone. I am working from West Coast.

Doug Ericksen
Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 14, 2017, at 12:54 PM, Fort, Daniel <Fort.Daniel@epa.gov> wrote:

Sure thing! Just name the time. | have to do new employee orientation at
9:45AM, but I'm free after that. Want me to come down to your office?
Remind me where that is. Also, send me an electronic invitation.

See you Monday.

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Friday, April 14, 2017 3:43:03 PM

To: Fort, Daniel

Subject: Re: REMINDER: You owe us information!
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Can we go over it on Monday? [ cannot think it will take long. My life is not
complicated

Doug Ericksen
Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 14, 2017, at 9:17 AM, Fort, Daniel <Fort.Daniel@epa.gov> wrote:

Well, you did submit your first draft of the report. But, we sent you back
the comments below on 3/17 that you need to respond to. I'm
telecommuting today, but I'll can be reached by phone or email. I'm also
physically back in the office on Monday.

Personal Matters/Ex. 6
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Personal Matters/Ex. 6

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Friday, April 14, 2017 11:20:43 AM

Cc: Fort, Daniel

Subject: Re: REMINDER: You owe us information!

Dan. When is a good time to talk about correcting my report? I thought I had
finished it.

Doug Ericksen

Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 11, 2017, at 10:57 AM, Fugh, Justina <Fugh.Justina@epa.gov> wrote:
Hi Doug,

Dan Fort (copied here) is your contact person. If you have your EPA
laptop with you, he can help you via Skype for Business.

Justina

Justina Fugh | Senior Counsel for Ethics | Office of General Counsel | US EPA | Mail Code
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2311A | Room 4308 North, William Jefferson Clinton Federal Building | Washington, DC
20480 (for ground deliverias, use 20004 for the zip code) | phone 202-564-1788 | fax 202-564-

1772

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Monday, April 10, 2017 12:32 PM

To: Fugh, Justina <Fugh.Justina@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: REMINDER: You owe us information!

Justina,

I will need some help getting this done.

I am on the West Coast right now.

Who should | reach out to for assistance?

Doug Ericksen

From: Fugh, Justina

Sent: Thursday, April 6, 2017 10:44 AM

To: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>
Subject: REMINDER: You owe us information!
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Hi,

On March 17, OGC/Ethics returned your new entrant report to you
with comments (see below). You have not yet finalized your report,
so we can'’t certify it. Your report has been requested by the public,
so you need to answer our questions so we can certify your report.
Otherwise, we may not have any choice but to release it as is.

Comments of Reviewing Officials

Personal Matters/Ex. 6
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Personal Matters/Ex. 6

Justina Fugh | Senior Counsel for Ethics | Office of General Counsel | US EPA | Mail Code
2311A | Room 4308 North, William Jefferson Clinton Federal Building | Washington, DC

20460 (for ground deliveries, use 20004 for the zip code) | phone 202-564-1788 | fax 202-564-
1772
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To: Schnare, David[schnare.david@epa.gov]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Tue 3/14/2017 3:54:08 PM

Subject: RE: Letter for Don Benton

True point.

ericksen

From: Schnare, David

Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2017 11:52 AM

To: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: Letter for Don Benton

Would be nice to show Don and me as the leadership team, since that was the reality.
Nevertheless , I'll sign it.

d
Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 14, 2017, at 11:20 AM, Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug(@epa.gov> wrote:

I have put together the following letter for Don Benton to President Trump. | am emailing
to see if the members of the Beach Head team would sign on.

Please get back to me.

Doug

Deliberative Process Privilege/Ex. 5
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To: Alex Guillen[aguillen@politico.com]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Wed 1/25/2017 3:34:57 PM
Subject: Re: Interview request

Yes. Will call after my current meeting
Sent from my iPhone

On Jan 25, 2017, at 10:15 AM, Alex Guillen <aguillen@politico.com> wrote:

Hi Doug, are you available for an interview about the transition at EPA? | saw you are the
beachhead team’s comms director so [ assume you’re the right person to ask.

Thank you,

Alex Guillén
Energy Reporter

POLITICO Pro

(Q) 703.341.4619 ‘ (C) Personal Phone/Ex. 6

aguillen@politico.com | @alexcguillen
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To: . Doug Ericksen Personal Email/Ex. 6

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Tue 2/21/2017 12:48:44 PM

Subject: Emailing: Executive Orders Messaging.docx, Final - Climate Change.docx, Final - Cost-Benefit
and Domestic Benefits EO.docx, Final - Critical Infrastructure Protection EO.docx, Final - LNG Export
PM.docx, Final - Ozone.docx, Final - RFS PM.docx, Final - Sc

Executive Orders Messaging.docx

Final - Climate Change.docx

Final - Cost-Benefit and Domestic Benefits EOQ.docx

Final - Critical Infrastructure Protection EQ.docx

Final - LNG Export PM.docx

Final - Ozone.docx

Final - RFS PM.docx

Final - Scientific Rigor EO.docx

Final - WOTUS EO.docx

Your message is ready to be sent with the following file or link attachments:

Executive Orders Messaging.docx

Final - Climate Change.docx

Final - Cost-Benefit and Domestic Benefits EO.docx
Final - Critical Infrastructure Protection EO.docx
Final - LNG Export PM.docx

Final - Ozone.docx

Final - RFS PM.docx

Final - Scientific Rigor EO.docx

Final - WOTUS EO.docx

Note: To protect against computer viruses, e-mail programs may prevent sending or receiving certain
types of file attachments. Check your e-mail security settings to determine how attachments are handled.
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Executive Orders Messaging

e WOTUS
o Directs withdrawal and rescission of the rule, and associated orders, guidelines
and policies; and grant petitions to do so; seek remand of the rule from the Court;
and in the meantime, apply the “traditional navigable waters™ definition of
Rapanos.

o Message
The President and many States have concluded that the Waters of the U.S. rule
has reached beyond the authority allowed in the Clean Water Act. Over the past
40 years, the States, in partnership with EPA, have developed extensive programs
to protect and improve the quality of their lakes, streams, rivers and wetlands.
Under the President’s Order, we will reexamine the State-Federal split in
responsibility and define over what waters the Federal government need apply its
independent authority and in doing so, we will respect the State role and rely on
their interests and experience.

e Ensuring Scientific Rigor
o Requires greater transparency, close adherence to the Information Quality Act
guidelines, and closer review of IQA compliance by OMB (OIRA).

o Message
The American public has a wealth of knowledge and experience. Many can and
want to dive deep into the scientific basis of environmental regulations. Under
the President’s Order, we will open up the science to everyone and in a manner
they can understand and review so that the public can be a full partner in our
decision processes. As well, we will hold ourselves to the highest standard of
scientific performance, not on a voluntary basis as EPA has in the past, but for
every regulatory action we take.

¢ Climate Change
o Rescinds the Obama Climate Actions; withdraws us from the Paris Accord or the

Rio Accord; requires termination of financial contributions to international
organizations including the IPCC; withdraw the Clean Power Plan and associated
guidance; withdraw the “Legal Memorandum” underpinning the Clean Power
Plan; move the Court to hold the 111(b) & (d) cases in abeyance; withdraw the
Greenhouse Gases Endangerment Finding; revise the GHG reporting rule; rescind
the Social Cost of GHGs guidance and report previous use of it.

o Message

e C(ritical Infrastructure
o This is a CEQ Executive Order and we need make no statement on it.
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e (Cost-Benefit Analysis
o Prohibits justifying a rule on the “co-benefits™ attendant to a regulatory action.

o Message
In addition to the President’s effort to limit the regulatory explosion we have seen
over the recent past, an effort which now requires a two-for one and dollar for
dollar trade-off for all new rules, he has asked us to reinvigorate the Reagan
policy of sound benefit-cost analysis, bring in new analytical techniques and
ensure the focus of our analysis is the true intended benefits of the regulation. We
will no longer write rules that don’t stand on their own legs — whose costs simply
can’t be justified by a lack of directly related benefits.

e LNG Export
o This is a Department of Energy EO and we need make no statement on it.

e Offshore PM

e Onshore Energy

e Ozone NAAQS
o Withdraw and rescind the 2015 rule and related guidance or grant petitions that
seek same.

o Message
In 2008, we established a stringent Ozone standard that the States are attempting
to meet. They have not fully succeeded, in many cases because normal
background sources of 0zone cause nonattainment and are beyond our control.
Asking the states to do more at this time would throw a wrench in the works they
already have underway to meet the 2008 standard and may take us to a point
where we are asking the impossible. I am going to review the science behind the
2015 rule to determine from first principles the degree of hazard that remains for
us to address and our ability to do so. Only then will we be able to decide
whether to ask the states to do more.

e Regional Haze
e Renewable Fuel Standards
o Conduct a programmatic review of the Renewable Fuel Program and make
recommendations for the long-term viability of the program, with special

attention on the E-10 Blend wall and the point of obligation for compliance.

o Message
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Our nation made assumptions about how to implement a Renewable Fuel
Standard — assumptions we now find were too optimistic. The program, as it
stands, is not implementable. Ilook forward to working with Members of
Congress, the States and industry and most importantly listening to the voices of
the American people about how to improve this program. Based on that input we
will then report our recommendations to the President, as directed.
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EXECUTIVE ORDER

War on Coal:
Restoring the Rule of Law, Federalism, and Economic Growth
by Rescinding Climate Change Directives

DRAFT Messaging Points

Executive Order Top Line

Promoting and protecting a strong and healthy environment is among the lifeblood
priorities for the government, and EPA is vital to that mission. Recently that mission has
been obscured by politics and progressivism. This Executive Order will help return EPA
to its core mission. We can and we will achieve clean air and clean water and we will
also have strong economic growth and job creation at the same time. That is what the
American people want and expect and that is we are going to deliver at EPA.

Section 1. Policy

Sec. 2.

EPA is a vital agency, ensuring American families are healthy and safe. The mission of
the EPA is to protect our natural resources, protect our water quality, improve our air,
and help to protect the health and welfare of our citizens. Where enforcement is
necessary to ensure that mission is upheld, I advocate for vigorous enforcement. I have
done that as attorney general in Oklahoma. I have taken very constructive steps against
those that have violated the law. It will be no different now that I am Administrator of the
EPA. This Executive Order helps our agency do that job by providing important
guidelines and direction.

This Executive Order establishes and the courts have agreed that the EPA has exceeded
its authority; that the EPA has not acted within the framework that Congress has
established in performing the role that it is supposed to perform. Process matters; rule of
law matters; federalism matters. Those issues matter because Congress has said so. It is
Congress who gives authority to the EPA. The EPA is an administrative agency, it is not
a legislative body. So it is important for this agency to act within the framework, within
the substantive authority that Congress has provided it in doing its job.

Cooperative federalism is at the heart of many of the environmental statutes that have
been passed by Congress, and the reason for that is it is the States, many times, that have
the resources, the expertise, and understanding of what the unique challenges are for the
environment and how to improve our water and our air.

Rescission of Certain Climate-Related Actions

The climate is changing and human activity plays a role. That debate is over. The
question now is this: to what extent is the climate changing? To what extent are humans

1
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Sec. 3.

Sec. 4.

Sec. 5.

Sec. 7.

the cause of this change? Is it a danger to the human race and what can we do about if it
is a danger? What we cannot do while these questions are being answered is stop
American progress, kill American jobs, threaten American energy independence or
further degrade the U.S. Constitution. This Executive Order puts the American people
ahead of unanswered questions while allowing science to continue to work and guide us,
but not control us.

This Executive Order recognizes that air quality in the United States has never been
better, cleaner or healthier. American power producers have done an incredible job using
cutting edge ingenuity and techonology to deliver clean power to American businesses
and families. The public and private sectors should be proud of the progress made on this
front. The American people have done their part. It’s time for the federal government to
do its part.

United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC)

There is an important roel for the United Nation, but I’'m not sure having the UN direct
the United States on climate policy is one of those roles. America has led the way in
reducing greenhouse gas emmissions. It’s time the rest of the world acknoledges that and
it's time the American people were thanked for their sacrafice in achiving this high
standard. No other country has met the standards America has set for itself, and it’s not
likely any other nation or group of nations will match what we’ve done anytime soon.

Withdrawal of the EPA's "Clean Power Plan" and Related Rules

The Clean Power Plan has serious legal and policy flaws. For years energy producing
states such as my own have argued that this plan is an overreach by EPA, interfering with
the states’ sovereign rights. As directed by this Executive Order, EPA will act strictly
within the governing law and the federalist framework of our Constitution, in this as in
all other policy areas. I look forward to overseeing the project of restoring EPA’s
regulatory work in this field to its proper, lawful, and traditional role.

Withdrawal of the Greenhouse Gases Endangerment Finding

Before this Executive Order it was the EPA Administrators duty to follow the
Greenhouse Gasses Endangerment Finding as directed by the courts. After this Executive
Order it is the EPA Administrators duty to follow the orders of the President and
withdraw from the regulations laid out in the Executive Order. The EPA is an
administrative agency, it is not a legislative body. When Congress passes a law directing
EPA to adhere to or withdraw from the Greenhouse Gasses Endangerment Finding, then
EPA will follow that law.

Social Cost of Greenhouse Gases
To the extent that EPA does scientific research, we should use that research to inform our

internal decision making, policy making, and our advice to Congress and the President,
but we should not use science to scare people or as a predicate to force Americans to take
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actions that are not proven to make them safer or healthier. This Executive Order helps
right the ship of science at EPA by retuning this agency to its core mission.

Sec. 8. NEPA

e For too long EPA has been used as a political tool to slow American progress, stop
economic growth and kill American jobs. This Executive Order fixes much of that and
now EPA can refocus its work on its core mission and let the American people get back
to work.

HitH

EXECUTIVE ORDER

War on Coal:
Restoring the Rule of Law, Federalism, and Economic Growth
by Rescinding Climate Change Directives

By the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and the laws of the United States
of America, and in recognition of Congress's power to determine whether and how to effectuate
Federal regulation of greenhouse gas emissions, or otherwise respond to the potential for climate
change; the opportunity costs imposed by federal climate change activities that diminish the
ability of Departments and Agencies to meet their core responsibilities; the States' traditional
power to regulate electricity generation, distribution, and use; the principle that the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) shall, when implementing the Clean Air Act programs
of this nation, work cooperatively with the States to achieve shared environmental goals; and
the imperative to promote policies in the national interest and for the benefit of American
workers and their families; it is hereby ordered as follows:

Section 1. Policy.

It is in the national interest to ensure that the nation's electricity is affordable, reliable, safe,
secure, and clean, and available to be produced from coal, natural gas, nuclear power,
hydropower, other renewables, and other domestic sources.

It is the policy of the United States that executive departments and agencies including the EPA
shall take appropriate actions, to the extent consistent with applicable law, to ensure clean air
and clean water for the American people in cooperation with the States and according to
standards both as set forth by Congress, in respect of the proper roles of Congress and the States
concerning these matters in our constitutional republic.

It is the policy of the United States that federal regulations and directives be based on careful
consideration of science and principles of science reflecting input from the entirety of the
scientific community; and that those agencies with statutory responsibility for regulation and
formulation of directives integrate scientific knowledge in the first instance, rather than rely on
that conducted by other units of government or international bodies.

3
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It is the policy of the United States that when promulgating federal regulations for the
environment, it is necessary to ensure that policy solutions comport with the law, provide
substantially more benefits than the costs imposed, accurately gauge those costs, reflect the
opportunity costs of policy solutions, achieve meaningful environmental improvements for the
American people, and are developed through transparent procedures using the best available
science.

Sec. 2. Rescission of Certain Climate-Related Actions.
(a) The following Presidential actions are hereby revoked:

Executive Order 13754 of December 9, 2016, which addressed Northern Bering Sea Climate
Resilience.

Executive Order 13653 of November 1, 2013, which required certain actions by the Federal
government and other entities concerning climate change;

Executive Order 13677 of September 23, 2014 (Climate-Resilient International Development),
which set requirements for systematically integrating climate-resilience considerations into U.S.
international development work;

The Presidential Memorandum of June 25, 2013, concerning "Power Sector Carbon Pollution
Standards”, 78 Fed. Reg. 39,535 (July 1, 2013);

The Report of the Executive Office of the President entitled, "The President's Climate Action
Plan," dated June 2013; and,

The Presidential Memorandum of September 21, 2016, entitled, “Climate Change and National
Security”.

The Presidential Memorandum of December 5, 2013, entitled “Federal Leadership on Energy
Management.”

The Presidential Memorandum of February 03, 2010, entitled, “A Comprehensive Federal
Strategy on Carbon Capture and Storage.

(b) Executive Order 13693 of March 19, 2015, (Planning for Federal Sustainability in the
Next Decade), which directed Federal actions to improve environmental performance and
Federal sustainability, is amended by deleting: (1) section 1 through section 15; (2) the first
sentence of section 16(a); (3) “Therefore,” of the second sentence of section 16(a); (3) sections
16(d) through 16(e); and sections 17 through 20.

(c) The Administrator of EPA, the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ), and heads of
all executive departments and agencies shall (i) promptly identify every order, rule, regulation,

guideline, or policy implementing or enforcing the Presidential actions listed in subparagraph
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(a); (ii) specify the source of authority for each; (iii) shall terminate, effective today, any actions
based on said Presidential actions immediately, and otherwise stay and move to rescind each
such activity (including funding) until the Office of Management and Budget authorizes/directs
reinvestment, modification or cessation of the program/project, unless required unambiguously
by statute.

Sec. 3. United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC).

(a) On March 17, 2016, the State of Palestine became a Party to the UNFCCC, an affiliated
organization of the United Nations. Since March 17, 2016, the United States has continued to
make contributions, including financial contributions, to the Convention, which are contrary to
section 410(1) of Public Law 103-236, the Foreign Relations Authorization Act, Fiscal Years
1994 and 1995, and are violations of the Antideficiency Act.

(b) Each Executive Department or Agency shall immediately terminate, effective today, all
contributions, including financial contributions, to the UNFCCC, including its subsidiary bodies,
its financial mechanisms (Green Climate Fund and Global Environment Facility), the Least
Developed Countries Fund, the Special Climate Change Fund, the Adaptation Fund, as well to
the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) for any UNFCCC-requested Special
Report, Methodological Report, or Technical Report.

(c) Each Executive Department or Agency who have made contributions, including financial
contributions, to the UNFCCC, from March 17, 2016 to today, are directed to report immediately
the amounts of those contributions to the Office of Management and Budget and to make every
effort to recover those amounts from the UNFCCC, including its subsidiary bodies, its financial
mechanisms (Green Climate Fund and Global Environment Facility), the Least Developed
Countries Fund, the Special Climate Change Fund, the Adaptation Fund, as well from the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), as appropriate.

(d) Pursuant to Article 25 of the UNFCCC, the United States withdraws from the UNFCCC,
including the “Paris Agreement” of 2015.

(e) The Department of State is directed to immediately give written notification of its
withdrawal to the Depository per Article 25(1) of the UNFCCC, to wit, the Secretary-General of
the United Nations.

Sec. 4. Withdrawal of the EPA's "Clean Power Plan" and Related Rules.

(a) On February 10, 2015, the United States Supreme Court stayed implementation of EPA’s
“Clean Power Plan”, which regulation remains stayed by that Court’s order. Section 705 of the
Administrative Procedures Act, 5 U.S.C. 705, provides further legal authority for this
Administration to establish an additional executive stay of the Clean Power Plan. In particular,
Section 705 authorizes the Administration, when it "finds that justice so requires," to postpone
the effective date of agency action pending judicial review.

For the reasons justifying the stay order of the Supreme Court, and other pertinent reasons set
forth by the States opposing the Clean Power Plan and related rules, I hereby find that justice

requires a permanent, administrative stay and consideration for revision or withdrawal of the
Clean Power Plan and similar and related rules. To that end, the Administrator of EPA shall
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promptly administratively stay the final rules listed in subparagraph (b) pursuant to the authority
recognized by Section 705 of the Administrative Procedure Act.

The Administrator of the EPA shall also consider petitions filed with the Agency to reconsider
the Clean Power Plan and, where appropriate, grant such petitions where the effect of such
grants would effectuate the purposes of this Executive Order.

The Administrator of EPA shall immediately take all steps necessary to effectuate the lawful
withdrawal and rescission of the final rules listed in subparagraph (b) below, along with any
orders, rules, regulations, guidelines, or policies implementing or enforcing those final rules, to
the extent consistent with law, and shall terminate, effective today, any actions based on those
rules. The Administrator shall also promptly take final action to withdraw the proposed rules
listed in subparagraph (b) below. Where appropriate, the Administrator shall simultaneously
take action to promulgate in revised form any of the rules listed in subparagraph (b) below.

(b)  Final or proposed rules for withdrawal or recession pursuant to subparagraph (a):

Final Rule, "Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: Electric
Utility Generating Units," published at 80 Federal Register 64661 (October 23, 2015) (also
known as the "Clean Power Plan").

Final Rule, "Standards of Performance for Greenhouse Gas Emissions from New, Modified, and
Reconstructed Stationary Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units," published at 80 Federal
Register 64509 (October 23, 2015).

Final Rule, “Standards of Performance for Municipal Solid Waste Landfills” published at 81
Federal Register 59332 (August 29, 2016).

Final Rule, “Oil and Natural Gas Sector: Emission Standards for New, Reconstructed, and
Modified Sources,” published at 81 Federal Register 35824 (June 3, 2016).

Final Rule, “Source Determination for Certain Emission Units in the Oil and Natural Gas
Sector,” published at 81 Federal Register 35622 (June 3, 2016).

Final Rule, “Finding That Greenhouse Gas Emissions From Aircraft Cause or Contribute to Air
Pollution That May Reasonably Be Anticipated To Endanger Public Health and Welfare,”
published at 81 Federal Register 54421 (August 15, 20167); and the associated EPA denial of
the Biogenic CO2 Coalition’s petition for reconsideration of this final action.

Revised Guidance, “Guidance for Implementing Section 141 of the Energy Independence and
Security Act of 2007, Federal Vehicle Fleets and Low Greenhouse Gas-Emitting Vehicles,”
published at EPA-420-B-16-055 (May 2016).

Proposed Rule, "Federal Plan Requirements for Greenhouse Gas Emissions From Electric Utility
Generating Units Constructed on or Before January 8, 2014; Model Trading Rules; Amendments
to Framework Regulations; Proposed Rule," 80 Federal Register 64966 (October 23, 2015).

6
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Proposed Rule, “Revisions to the Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) and Title V
Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Permitting Regulations and Establishment of a Significant Emissions
Rate (SER) for GHG Emissions Under the PSD Program,” published at 81 Federal Register
68110 (October 3, 2016).

(c) The Administrator shall have the discretion to commence administrative proceedings
both to reconsider and to rescind the rules listed in subparagraph (b) in a manner that is
consistent with the Clean Air Act and other applicable law including the limitations on the
Administrator's discretion and consistent with constitutional principles of federalism and
separation of powers, while also providing for significant interagency input in the Administrator'
s reconsideration processes and any subsequent related rulemaking processes, if any.

(d)  The Administrator shall rescind EPA's "Legal Memorandum Accompanying Clean Power
Plan for Certain Issues," which was published in conjunction with the Clean Power Plan, and
said memorandum shall be of no further force or effect.

(e) With respect to litigation before the Federal courts related to rules listed in subparagraph
(b) of this Section, the Administrator shall take all available measures to effectuate the directive
in subparagraph (a), including by promptly directing the U.S. Department of Justice to seek
remand of the final rules listed in subparagraph (b) by judicial orders holding all litigation
concerning the final rules listed in subparagraph (b) in abeyance until such time as the
Administrator takes final action to rescind the Clean Power Plan. The Administrator shall
immediately cease all efforts related to implementation of the actions listed in subparagraph (b),
including without limitation by immediately ceasing any expenditures related to implementation
of the final rules listed in subparagraph (b) except as directly required by applicable
appropriations.

) The Secretary of the Interior shall immediately take all steps necessary to effectuate the
lawful withdrawal and recission of the Final Rule, “Oil and Gas: Hydraulic Fracturing on
Federal and Indian Lands,” published at 80 Federal Register 16128 (March 26, 2016), and all
other rules and guidance published pursuant thereto.

Sec. 5. Withdrawal of the Greenhouse Gases Endangerment Finding
Pursuant to Section 705 of the Administrative Procedures Act, 5 U.S.C. 705, I hereby find that
Jjustice requires a permanent, administrative stay and revision or withdrawal of the

“Endangerment and Cause or Contribute Findings for Greenhouse Gases Under Section 202(a)
of the Clean Air Act” published at 74 Federal Register 66496 (December 15, 2009).

The Administrator of the EPA shall also consider petitions filed with the Agency to reconsider
the this or any other related endangerment finding and, where appropriate, grant such petitions
where the effect of such grants would effectuate the purposes of this Executive Order.

In conducting its reconsideration, revision or withdrawal of endangerment findings, EPA shall

7
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rigorously apply EPA and OMB ““Guidelines for Ensuring and Maximizing the Quality,
Objectivity, Utility, and Integrity of Information Disseminated by Federal Agencies.”

Sec. 6. GHG Reporting Rule

The EPA Administrator shall review and, unless not justified by sound science or legal
constraints, grant requests or petitions for reconsideration of the Subpart W Greenhouse Gas
Reporting rule, and engage in rule-making intended to remedy that rule’s most onerous
requirements.

Sec. 7. Social Cost of Greenhouse Gases

(a) I find that multiple independent reviews of the basis for estimating a social cost of carbon
or greenhouse gases document the fundamental weaknesses in these estimators. They fail to
meet the requirements of appropriate use of information disseminated by federal agencies under
the Information Quality Act guidelines and as such are without sufficient quality, objectivity,
utility, and integrity to support decision-making regarding the value of greenhouse gas
reductions.

(b) The Interagency Working Group on Social Cost of Greenhouse Gases shall be dissolved
immediately.

() The guidance document titled “Technical Support Document: Technical Update of the
Social Cost of Carbon for Regulatory Impact Analysis Under Executive Order 12866 (July
2015), and all predecessor or successor documents, and any other guidance or policies
promulgated thereto are hereby rescinded.

(d) The guidance document titled “Addendum to Technical Support Document on Social
Cost of Carbon for Regulatory Impact Analysis under Executive Order 12866: Application of the
Methodology to Estimate the Social Cost of Methane and the Social Cost of Nitrous Oxide”
(August 2016), and all predecessor or successor documents, and any other guidance or policies
promulgated thereto is hereby rescinded.

(e) All regulatory agencies and any Executive Branch Department or Agency preparing
environmental assessments or impact statements shall immediately suspend use of “Social Cost
of Carbon” or the “Social Cost of Greenhouse Gases” or the “Social Cost of Methane” or the
“Social Cost of Nitrous Oxide” estimates in any regulatory or National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA) analyses.

) Each Agency or Department shall (i) report to OMB, CEQ and CEA each instance in
which the “Social Cost of Carbon” or the “Social Cost of Greenhouse Gases” or the “Social Cost
of Methane” or the “Social Cost of Nitrous Oxide” has been used (specifying the regulation,
guidance or analysis); (ii) amend any environmental assessments or environmental impact
analyses prepared under NEPA, withdrawing any reliance upon an estimated “Social Cost of
Carbon” or the “Social Cost of Greenhouse Gases” or the “Social Cost of Methane™ or the
“Social Cost of Nitrous Oxide”; and (iii) amend any regulatory impact analysis for any major

8
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rule to eliminating any reliance upon “Social Cost of Carbon” or the “Social Cost of Greenhouse
Gases” or the “Social Cost of Methane” or the “Social Cost of Nitrous Oxide” estimates.

Sec. 8. NEPA

Consonant with other sections of this Executive Order, the following memorandum and guidance
promulgated by the Council on Environmental Quality is hereby revoked:

Final Guidance for Federal Departments and Agencies on Consideration of Greenhouse
Gas Emissions and the Effects of Climate Change in National Environmental Policy Act
Reviews, Dated August 1, 2016.

Each Agency or Department shall (i) report to CEQ and CEA each instance in which NEPA
analyses incorporated or otherwise applied the above identified Final Guidance, or drafts of that
Guidance (specifying the regulation, guidance or analysis); (ii) amend any environmental
assessments or environmental impact analyses prepared under NEPA, withdrawing any reliance
upon the Draft or Final Guidance; and (iii) amend any regulatory impact analysis for any major
rule to eliminating any reliance upon the Draft or Final Guidance.

Sec. 9. General Provisions
(a) Nothing in this order shall be construed to impair or otherwise affect (i) authority granted
by law to a department or agency, or the head thereof; or (ii) functions of the Director of the

Office of Management and Budget relating to budget, administrative, or legislative proposals.

(b)  This order shall be implemented consistent with applicable law and subject to the
availability of appropriations.

(c) This order is not intended to, and does not, create any right or benefit, substantive or

procedural, enforceable at law or in equity by any party against the United States, its
departments, agencies, or entities, its officers, employees, or agents, or any other person.

THE WHITE HOUSE,
January 20, 2017
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DRAFT Messaging Points

Executive Order Top Line

e The job of regulators is to make things regular, to help add certainty, not to add
confusion, not to add costs and not to add hurdles to the growth of the American
economy. This Executive Order is welcome relief to most Americans, small business
owners and job creators. The EPA looks forward to adopting these guidelines and helping
get America back to work.

Hit#
EXECUTIVE ORDER
Improving Cost-Benefit Analysis of Energy and Environmental Regulation

By the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and the laws of the United States
of America, it is hereby ordered as follows:

Section 1. Policy

Under Executive Order 12866, or in the event that Order is rescinded, the currently approved
regulatory analysis Order, and other orders and guidance promulgated pursuant thereto, the
Office of Information and Regulatory Affairs is entrusted with ensuring that executive agencies
promulgate regulations based on sound analysis of regulatory costs and benefits and consistent
with the legal constraints imposed on the agencies by Congress.

Sec. 2. Definition

“Co-benefit” is defined as a favorable impact of the regulatory action or alternative under
consideration that is unrelated or secondary to the primary purpose of the action.

Sec. 3. Reforming the Inclusion of Co-Benefits in Cost Benefit Analysis

(a) For purposes of complying with Executive Order 12866 and all other Executive Orders
issued pursuant thereto, the “benefits” of a regulatory action shall only include those benefits
directly associated with the regulatory purpose of the action and shall not include any alleged co-
benefits of that action, unless unambiguously required by federal statute.

(b)  Nothing in subparagraph (a) shall be construed as prohibiting an agency from separately
estimating the alleged co-benefits of a regulatory action, but such benefits may not the basis or
purpose of regulatory decision-making and shall not be taken into account during such decision-
making.
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Sec. 4. Comparing Domestic Costs to Domestic Benefits

In complying with Executive Order 12866 and all other executive orders or OMB guidance
pertaining to the costs and benefits of regulatory action, an agency shall calculate the action’s
domestic costs and domestic benefits. Non-domestic costs and benefits shall be excluded from
the agency’s analysis unless unambiguously required by statute.

Sec. 5. General Provisions

(a) Nothing in this order shall be construed to impair or otherwise affect (i) authority granted
by law to a department or agency, or the head thereof; or (ii) functions of the Director of the
Office of Management and Budget relating to budget, administrative, or legislative proposals.

(b) This order shall be implemented with applicable law and subject to the availability of
appropriations.

() This order is not intended to, and does not, create any right or benefit, substantive or
procedural, enforceable at law or in equity by any party against the United States, its
departments, agencies, or entities, its officers, employees, or agents, or any other person.

THE WHITE HOUSE
January 20, 2017
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DRAFT Messaging Points

Executive Order Top Line

e The Environmental Protection Agency looks forward to being a constructive partner to
help other federal agencies and American industry get to work immediately rebuilding
our infrastructure. EPA will not be an impediment to growth. EPA will help spur growth
while ensuring American families are healthy. We can and we will achieve both clean air,
clean water and a healthy environment while rebuilding our critical infrastructure.

HitH
Executive Order----Expediting Critical Infrastructure Projects
EXECUTIVE ORDER
Expediting Environmental Review and Permitting of Critical Infrastructure Projects

By the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and the laws of the United States
of America, [ hereby direct as follows:

Section 1. Purpose.

The National Environmental Policy Act declares "it is the continuing responsibility of the
Federal Government to use all practicable means, consistent with other essential considerations
of national policy, to improve and coordinate Federal plans, functions, programs, and resources
to the end that the Nation may . . . attain the widest range of beneficial uses of the environment
without degradation, risk to health or safety, or other undesirable and unintended consequences."
42 USC§4331(b)(3). Today the United States faces a crisis in maintaining and improving its
critical infrastructure. In order to achieve beneficial uses of the environment by all practical
means, it is necessary to streamline the environmental review and permitting process so that
critical infrastructure projects, such as updating our electrical grid, and repairing and upgrading
our ports, airports, pipelines, bridges and highways, can be accomplished with reasonable
expedition in order to provide for the General Welfare.

Section 2. Declaration of Infrastructure Projects as Critical.

Upon application by the Governor of a State, or the head of any federal agency or department, or
on his or her own initiative, the Chairman of the White House Council on Environmental Quality
(CEQ) shall, within no more than 30 calendar days after an application is received, designate
infrastructure projects as "critical" or "non-critical" after consideration of their importance to the
General Welfare, their likely environmental and other net benefit, and such other factors as CEQ
deems relevant. This Order does not apply to infrastructure projects funded under the Clean
Water Act and Safe Drinking Water Act grant and revolving funds.

Section 3. Deadlines.
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12/30/2016

Upon designation of an infrastructure project as critical, CEQ shall establish a deadline for
completion of environmental assessment and permitting of the project, and all agencies and
instrumentalities of the federal government shall give their highest priority to completing
environmental assessment and permitting by the established deadline, which may be shorter but
shall not be longer than two (2) years after designation as critical except in extraordinary cases
approved by CEQ. During the assessment and permitting period established by CEQ,
notwithstanding any other provision of law or regulations, all agencies and instrumentalities of
the federal government shall prioritize their analysis first on the environmental and other issues
anticipated to be most material and important to whether the project should go forward.
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Section 4. Decision.

At the end of the assessment period established by CEQ, the decision-maker authorized by law to
approve the project shall review the available information and decide whether it is sufficient to
approve the project on the grounds that the project will provide net benefits to the environment
or will provide benefits to other important national priorities that are substantially in excess of its
costs or adverse effects, or whether a request to CEQ for an extension of the assessment period is
necessary. In deciding whether to request or grant an extension, both the decision-maker and
CEQ shall consider not only the benefits of additional study, but also the costs ofdelay.

Section 5. Procedures.

This Executive Order establishes procedures and priorities for internal management of the
Executive Branch and does not create any rights for any persons outside the Executive Branch,
including but not limited to right to notice and comment or judicial review. This order is not
intended to, and does not, create any right or benefit, substantive or procedural, enforceable at
law or in equity by any party against the United States, its departments, agencies, or entities, its
officers, employees, or agents, or any other person.

ED_001612_00022195-00003



Ver. 2
12/30/2016

Executive Order---Expediting Critical Infrastructure Projects [Day 1]
EXPLANATORY STATEMENT

Delays and other inefficiencies in the environmental review and permitting process are severely
impeding critically important projects to rebuild and modernize our nation's infrastructure, such
as highways, bridges, tunnels, the electrical grid, ports, water systems, airports, railways and
pipelines. As a result of our cumbersome permitting process , America's infrastructure is
crumbling: half of traffic accidents are due to road conditions, the antiquated power grid wastes
the equivalent of 200 coal-fired power plants, gridlock on roads and railroads wastes $300
billion annually, and ancient water pipes leak two trillion gallons of water. The accompanying
Executive order would establish a process and assign responsibilities to expedite environmental
review and permitting for critical infrastructure projects.
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DRAFT Messaging Points

Top Line

e Energy independence is not only vital to our national security, it ensures cheap and
readily available energy for all Americans. Natural gas is one of Americas most abundant
resources and its time Americans were put to work producing natural gas and building
the infrastructure to mine and deliver natural gas. EPA will do everything in our power to
help this effort while protecting the health of the American people.

Hi#

MEMORANDUM FOR THE ADMINISTRATOR OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

SUBJECT: LNG Export Licensing

Thanks to the shale revolution, the U.S. is now the world’s largest natural gas producer and has become
one of the world’s lowest cost gas producers. This provides the U.S. with a real opportunity to sell its gas
on the global market through LNG exports, and in turn help ensure the long-term viability for domestic
natural gas production and related infrastructure projects. A single LNG facility can result in billions of
dollars in infrastructure development and economic growth at the national, state and local levels. A
project can result in 9,000 construction jobs over a five year period and many permanent jobs that pay
well above the national average. LNG exports can also provide U.S. allies in Europe and Asia with an
alternative source of energy, lessening their dependency on natural gas from the Middle East and
Russia. It is an opportunity not only for U.S. companies to benefit, but for our allies around the world to
become less reliant on energy from hostile, less-reliable sources.

The Natural Gas Act provides the Department of Energy with the authority to authorize natural gas
exports. For exports to non-Free Trade Agreement countries, DOE conducts an informal adjudication
and grants LNG export applications unless it finds that doing so is not in the public interest. Final
decisions on applications cannot be rendered before a NEPA review is completed. For LNG terminals
onshore or in state waters, FERC serves as the lead agency in the NEPA review, and for offshore
facilities, MARAD serves as the lead agency (DOE serves as a cooperating agency in both cases).

In 2014, the Department of Energy announced that rather than continuing to act on applications based
on the order of precedence posted on the DOE website (and then issuing conditional decisions prior to
completion of NEPA reviews, as needed), it would act on applications to export LNG from the lower-48
to non-Free Trade Agreement countries only after completing NEPA reviews. Under this new regime
some authorization requests are still awaiting resolution more than four years after having been
submitted to the federal government.

Accordingly, | request that they Secretary move as expeditiously as possible to review and either
approve or deny all pending export authorization requests within 180 days. Further, | request the
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Secretary of Energy to initiate a review of the Department’s LNG Export Authorization Program and
report back to me within 180 days with recommendations for ensuring timely decision making on
authorization requests made to the Department.

Nothing in this memorandum shall be construed to require the disclosure of classified, proprietary, law
enforcement sensitive, or other information protected under governing law. This memorandum shall be
implemented consistent with applicable law and subject to the availability of appropriations. This
memorandum is not intended to, and does not, create any right or benefit, substantive or procedural,
enforceable at law or in equity by any party against the United States, its departments, agencies, or
entities, its officers, employees, or agents, or any other person.
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DRAFT Messaging Points

Executive Order Top Line

e C(lean air is achieved through a partnership of common sense laws, not by regulations
designed to stifle growth. This Executive Order reestablishes a basic principle that
regulations should comply with the laws of nature. We can’t regulate nature. We can
regulate human activity and we can over regulate human activity, and in fact we have
been over regulating human activity.

e The job of regulators is to make things regular, to help add certainty, not to add
confusion, not to add costs and not to add hurdles to the growth of the American
economy. This Executive Order is welcome relief to many Americans, businesses and
especially to the states who are forced to comply to rules designed to be impossible to
comply with.

e America had the cleanest air in the world before this 2015 rule and we will continue to
have clean, healthy air because this rule did nothing to improve the air quality.

HitH

EXECUTIVE ORDER

Restoring the Rule of Law, Federalism, and Economic Growth
by Rescinding the "2015 Ozone NAAQS'" Rule

By the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and the laws of the United States
of America, and in recognition of Congress's power to determine the scope of federal regulatory
power over air quality, subject in turn to the limits imposed on Congress by the Constitution, it is
hereby ordered as follows:

Section 1. Policy.

It is in the national interest to ensure that the States and the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA), in partnership, restore and maintain air quality, while at the same time promoting
economic growth and minimizing regulatory uncertainty.

It is also recognized States require sufficient time to implement National Ambient Air Quality
Standards (NAAQS) and that revision of NAAQS is proper only where the effectiveness of
existing NAAQS compliance is known and where EPA uses all new data that can inform
establishing a NAAQS.
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EPA Transition DRAFT 12/24/2016

It is in the national interest to base regulations on information of high quality and certainty, and
to limit regulation implementation where uncertainties overwhelm the ability of the executive to
determine whether the proposed regulations have a net beneficial effect on the nation.

Is in the national interest to rigorously apply EPA and OMB Guidelines for Ensuring and
maximizing the Quality, Objectivity, Utility, and Integrity of Information Disseminated by
Federal Agencies.

It is not possible to establish a zero-risk natural environment and it is not in the national interest
to promulgate regulations that would require reduction of chemicals found in ambient air to
levels below that found in nature at normal, unpolluted background concentrations.

Section 2. Findings

EPA reduced the Ozone NAAQS from 75 parts per billion to 70 using selected, questionable
studies and ignored contradictory studies. For many parts of the country 70 parts per billion is at
or near the natural background level of ozone. It is difficult, and perhaps, impossible to sort out
background levels from manmade portions of ambient ozone levels. The EPA estimated
background levels using modeling that the Agency qualified as limited in accuracy. EPA also
rejected establishing background levels on measured results from monitors in remote locations, a
reasonable alternative that yields higher background levels than modeling. Even using the lower
background estimates from modeling, background levels exceed 80% of the measured ambient
levels in some locations. EPA also departed from its normal regulatory practices, by continuing
to use the three-year average of the fourth highest day measurement, or 99™ percentile, while the
next most stringent NAAQS uses the seventh highest day, or the 98" percentile.

Section 3. Rescission of the 2015 Ozone NAAQS

(a) The Administrator of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency shall immediately take
all steps necessary to effectuate the lawful withdrawal and rescission of the 2015 Ozone NAAQS
rule published at 80 Federal Register 65292 (October 26, 2015), and all other rules and guidance
published pursuant thereto, including the October 1, 2015, Directives “Implementing the 2015
Ozone National Ambient Air Quality Standards”.

(b) The Administrator shall also consider petitions filed to reconsider the rule listed in
subparagraph (a), and any other rules and guidance published pursuant thereto; and, where
appropriate, grant such petitions where the effect of such grants would effectuate the purposes of

this Executive Order.

Sec. 4. General Provisions.
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(a) Nothing in this order shall be construed to impair or otherwise affect (i) authority granted
by law to a department or agency, or the head thereof; or (ii) functions of the Director of the
Office of Management and Budget relating to budget, administrative, or legislative proposals.

(b) This order shall be implemented with applicable law and subject to the availability of
appropriations.

() This order is not intended to, and does not, create any right or benefit, substantive or

procedural, enforceable at law or in equity by any party against the United States, its
departments, agencies, or entities, its officers, employees, or agents, or any other person.

THE WHITE HOUSE,
January 20, 2017
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DRAFT Messaging Points

Top Line Points

e All standards should have period reviews and I believe the stakeholders involved with the
Renewable Fuel Standard will welcome this review as an opportunity to provide stability
and certainty. I look forward to working with Members of Congress, the States and
industry and most importantly listening to the voices of the American people and then
report our findings back to the President as directed.

Hith

MEMORANDUM FOR THE ADMINISTRATOR OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

SUBJECT: Renewable Fuel Standard

The Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) was created in 2005 and expanded by the Energy Independence and
Security Act of 2007 (EISA). The program mandates that transportation fuels sold in the U.S. contain an
increasing volume of renewable fuels including conventional ethanol, advanced biofuels, cellulosic
ethanol and biodiesel — each of which have its own target volumes set forth in statute. EPA administers
the RFS program and sets the annual volumetric requirements for each of the four biofuels categories
through a formal rulemaking process.

Compliance issues with the RFS program have arisen from the fact that volumetric requirements set
forth in EISA were based on projections of what U.S. gasoline consumption would be — projections which
have been proven to be highly inaccurate because they did not take into account decreasing gasoline
demand brought on by the slumping U.S. economy and increased fuel efficiency standards implemented
by the Obama Administration. This is important because many auto engine warranties are voided if
drivers use gasoline containing more than 10% ethanol and gasoline station pumps and underground
storage tanks are only certified for gasoline containing 10% ethanol or less. This confluence is called the
E-10 Blendwall. Compliance issues have also arisen from the fact that Congress dramatically
overestimated the volume of advanced biofuels and cellulosic ethanol that would be or could be
produced by the renewable fuels industry. At present, these two fuels are not economically competitive
and can only be produced at a significant economic inefficiency that redounds on marketplace
participants.

Concerns have also been raised regarding the point of obligation for the program. Several refiners have
filed lawsuits against EPA and also petitioned the agency to change its regulations which place the point
of obligation for compliance with the RFS on refiners, blenders and importers of gasoline and diesel. In
November 2016, EPA published a proposed denial of the petitions and is taking public comments on the
issue until February 22, 2017.
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Accordingly, I am requesting the Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency to conduct a
programmatic review of the Renewable Fuel Program and report back to me with recommendations for
the long-term viability of the program. In conducting this review, the Administrator shall consider
whether any changes to the program are necessary. If the Administrator determines that any such
changes are necessary, the recommendations shall include proposed regulatory or legislative revisions
to the program

Nothing in this memorandum shall be construed to require the disclosure of classified, proprietary, law
enforcement sensitive, or other information protected under governing law. This memorandum shall be
implemented consistent with applicable law and subject to the availability of appropriations. This
memorandum is not intended to, and does not, create any right or benefit, substantive or procedural,
enforceable at law or in equity by any party against the United States, its departments, agencies, or
entities, its officers, employees, or agents, or any other person.
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DRAFT Messaging Points

Executive Order Top Line

e Science is by definition never settled. That is why a great man once said science should be the
servant not the master of man. Thanks to this Executive Order, EPA will return sound science to
its proper role. We will open our scientific efforts and debates to public discussion and invite
wide ranging and varied views. What we find will be held accountable to common sense and
facts. The American people will be able to judge for themselves if the findings made by
government are cause for government action.

HtH

Executive Order — Ensuring Scientific Rigor in Agency Decisions
EXECUTIVE ORDER

Ensuring Scientific Rigor in Agency Decisions
By the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and the laws of the United States
of America, and in order to establish consistent policies and procedures governing transparency,
accountability and scientific rigor in agency decision-making throughout the Federal
Government, it is hereby ordered as follows:
Section 1. Definitions.

For purposes of this order:

(a) "agency" shall have the meaning given in section 551(1) of title 5, United States
Code.

(b) "Comment Period" means any opportunity provided by law or agency discretion for
the public or any other agency to provide comment or information to an agency on any
Regulatory Proposal or Regulatory Decision.

(c) "Regulatory Decision" means any decision by an agency of the United States that
directly or indirectly establishes rules, standards, guidelines or other norms applicable to any

member of the public or any agency.

(d) "Regulatory Proposal" means any proposed, tentative or draft Regulatory Decision
that an agency makes available to a Comment Period.

Sec. 2. Mandatory Measures to Provide Transparency, Accountability, and Scientific Rigor in
Agency Decision-making.

(a) All Regulatory Proposals and Regulatory Decisions by an agency shall cite the
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specific page and, where possible, the paragraph of any document containing data or
information upon which the agency is relying, explain how the cited data or information
supports the proposal or decision, and list any documents reviewed by the agency in
connection with the proposal or decision and upon which the agency is not relying. No
agency may base any Regulatory Proposal or Regulatory Decision on any data or information
contained in a personal communication that is not in writing, unless the Secretary of the
department in which the agency is located, or an equivalent agency head, certifies in writing
the reasons the agency was required to use data or information that is not in writing, and such
certificate is posted on the agency's Web site or another widely available government Web
site.

(b) Each regulatory agency shall rigorously apply OMB “Guidelines for Ensuring and
Maximizing the Quality, Objectivity, Utility, and Integrity of Information Disseminated by
Federal Agencies.”

(c) An agency shall post on its Web site during any Comment Period on any Regulatory
Proposal by the agency the full text of every document upon which the agency relies in
making the Regulatory Proposal.

(d) After the close of any Comment Period on a Regulatory Proposal, an agency shall post
on its Web site as soon as practicable the full text of any newly obtained document , not
posted under subsection (b) of this section, upon which the agency expects to rely in a final
decision, stating when and how the document came to the agency's attention, and providing
an agency e-mail address to which comments regarding the document from the public or
other agencies can be transmitted for a period of not less than 14 days.

(¢) An agency shall request supporting original data from the author of any document upon
which the agency relies in any Regulatory Proposal or Regulatory Decision and shall post any
such data on its Web site in accordance with subsections (b) and (c) of this section; if the
author refuses to provide the supporting data, the agency must post or note the refusal on its
Web site and explain in any final decision why it chose to rely upon the document despite the
refusal. An agency shall explain in any Regulatory Proposal or Regulatory Decision what
efforts the agency made to verify the accuracy of all data or information in any document
upon which the agency relies.

() An agency shall post on its Web site all comments on a Regulatory Proposal received
from any member of the public or any other agency at any time before the agency makes a
final decision on the proposal.

(g) An agency shall include in all Regulatory Proposals and Regulatory Decisions the name
or title and a brief statement of the professional background of all agency professional staff or
contractors who worked on, contributed to, or reviewed the proposal or decision, a statement of
the number of hours each such person devoted to the proposal or decision, a description of
what tasks each such person performed on the proposal or decision, including identifying by
name or title the persons with principal drafting responsibilities for sections of the proposal or
decision.
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Sec. 3. Oversight of Agency Compliance.

The Director of the Office of Management and Budget shall oversee agency compliance with
this order, and shall deliver to the President annually beginning December 31, 2013 a report
evaluating such compliance by each agency.

Sec. 4. A Scientific Integrity Policy

(a) The Director of the White House Office of Science and Technology Policy (OSTP) shall
issue a new scientific integrity policy for federal agencies within 60 days that shall include the
following elements:

o Reiterate the six principles identified in President Obama’s March 9, 2009,
Memorandum on Scientific Integrity;

e Ensure agency compliance with all relevant laws (IQA, DAA, and FOIA);

o Ensure that all major agency actions rely solely on the best available science that is
publicly available and reproducible and which meets the OMB *“Guidelines for
Ensuring and Maximizing the Quality, Objectivity, Utility, and Integrity of
Information Disseminated by Federal Agencies”;

e Prohibit any government scientist from signing a nondisclosure agreement or
otherwise take actions to intentionally avoid FOIA requests, even with international
partners (unless a matter of strict national security);

o Establish more transparent procedures for what is a “highly influential scientific”
document as defined by the Information Quality Act;

e Require federal agencies to update/issue internal scientific integrity policy within 60
days of the issuance of the new OSTP policy and submit to OSTP for review. The
policy would go into effect on the day in which OSTP approves it.

(b) The Director of OSTP to review all federal scientific assessment programs to
determine whether they are necessary/redundant, and in appropriate cases, recommend their
elimination by Congress, this review to be completed within 120 days.

(c) With respect to the programs that are not eliminated under the preceding subparagraph
(b), OMB (OIRA) shall have authority to review the assessments, in order to ensure
compliance with the December 16, 2004, OMB Memorandum entitled “Final Information
Quality Bulletin for Peer Review,” and OMB shall return a rule for further revision in every case
the Agency has not fully complied with either IQA guidance or the Peer Review Bulletin.

Sec. 4. General Provisions.

(a) Nothing in this order shall be construed to impair or otherwise affect (i) authority granted
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by law to a department or agency, or the head thereof; or (ii) functions of the Director of the
Office of Management and Budget relating to budget, administrative, or legislative proposals.

(b) This order shall be implemented consistent with applicable law and subject to the
availability of appropriations.

(¢c) This order is not intended to, and does not, create any right or benefit, substantive or
procedural, enforceable at law or in equity by any party against the United States, its
departments, agencies, or entities, its officers, employees, or agents, or any other person.

THE WHITE HOUSE,
January 20, 2017
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DRAFT Messaging Points

Executive Order Top Line

e Under the Waters of the United States Rule the government has claimed the right to regulate
every ounce of standing water, from a puddle in the yard to a farmer’s feeding pond. Not only
have the courts stayed this rule, the American people have told their Members of Congress that
this rule an overreach that must stop. Thanks to this Executive Order the EPA will be able to
rescind the Waters of the U.S. rule and return EPA its proper place in keeping water clean and
safe and returning at least a little sanity to government.

HtH

EXECUTIVE ORDER

Restoring the Rule of Law, Federalism, and Economic Growth
by Rescinding the "Waters of the United States" Rule

By the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and the laws of the United States
of America, and in recognition of Congress's power to determine the scope of federal regulatory
power over navigable waters, subject in tum to the limits imposed on Congress by the
Constitution, it is hereby ordered as follows:

Section 1. Policy.

It is in the national interest to ensure that the States and EPA, in partnership, restore and
maintain the chemical, physical and biological integrity of the nation's navigable waters, while at
the same time promoting economic growth and minimizing regulatory uncertainty.

Sec. 2. Rescission of the Waters of the United States Rule.

(a) The Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the Commanding
General and Chief of Engineers of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) shall
immediately take all steps necessary to effectuate the lawful withdrawal and rescission of the
Final Rule, "Clean Water Rule: Definition of 'Waters of the United States,"" published at 80
Federal Register 37054 (June 29, 2015), and all other rules and guidance published pursuant
thereto.

(b) The Administrator of EPA, the Commanding General and Chief of Engineers of the
USACE, and heads of all executive agencies shall promptly move to rescind any orders, rules,
regulations, guidelines, or policies implementing or enforcing the rule listed in subparagraph (a).

(c) The Administrator of the EPA shall also consider petitions filed with the Agency to
reconsider the rule listed in subparagraph (a) and, where appropriate, grant such petitions where

1
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the effect of such grants would effectuate the purposes of this Executive Order.

(d) With respect to litigation before the Federal courts related to rules listed in subparagraph
(a), the Administrator shall take all available measures to effectuate this Order, including by
promptly directing the U.S. Department of Justice to seek remand of the final rule listed in
subparagraph (a) by judicial orders holding all litigation concerning the final rules listed in
subparagraph (a) in abeyance until such time as the Administrator takes final action to rescind
the final rule listed in subparagraph (a). The Administrator shall immediately cease all efforts
related to implementation of the final rule listed in subparagraph (a), including without limitation
by immediately ceasing any expenditures related to implementation of the final rule listed in
subparagraph (a) except as directly required by applicable appropriations.

Sec. 3. Appropriate Exercise of Enforcement Discretion.

Until the definition of “Waters of the United States” is revised pursuant to this order, the EPA,
the USACE, and all executive agencies shall construe "navigable waters," as defined in 33
U.S.C. 1362(7), in a manner consistent the opinion of Justice Scalia in Rapanos v. United States,
547 U.S. 715(2006)."

Sec. 4. General Provisions.

(a) Nothing in this order shall be construed to impair or otherwise affect (i) authority granted
by law to a department or agency, or the head thereof; or (ii) functions of the Director of the
Office of Management and Budget relating to budget, administrative, or legislative proposals.

(b) This order shall be implemented with applicable law and subject to the availability of
appropriations.

(¢) This order is not intended to, and does not, create any right or benefit, substantive or
procedural, enforceable at law or in equity by any party against the United States , its
departments, agencies, or entities, its officers, employees, or agents, or any other person.

THE WHITE HOUSE,
January 20, 2017

I “[T]he phrase ‘the waters of the United States’ includes only those relatively permanent, standing or continuously
flowing bodies of water ‘forming geographic features’ that are described in ordinary parlance as ‘streams[,] ...
oceans, rivers, [and] lakes.””; and, “wetlands with a continuous surface connection to bodies that are ‘waters of the
United States’ in their own right, so that there is no clear demarcation between ‘waters’ and wetlands, are ‘adjacent
to’ such waters and covered by the Act.”

2
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{ EXPLANATORY STATEMENT
American landowners and companies current!y spend $1.7 billion every year on wetlands
permits-approvals from federal regulators to use lands near what the federal government defines
as navigable waters. That figure comes from comments filed by the U.S. Chamber of Commerce
and nearly 400 other organizations opposing efforts by the Environmental Protection Agency and
Army Corps of Engineers to expand federal regulators' authority even further.1

The agencies rejected their pleas, and finalized the "Waters of the United States Rule." It
purports to interpret the Clean Water Act, which grants the federal agencies regulatory power
over "navigable waters," which the Act defines in tum as "the waters of the United States"
(33
U.S.C. § 1362(7)). But the EPA's and Army Corps's rule goes much further than actually
navigable waters, like rivers or streams, or even lands near rivers and streams that are wet year-
round. Instead, the agencies' rule purports to reach many more lands that have what the agencies
claim to be a "significant nexus" to actually navigable waters-to bedetermined on a case-by- case
basis casting an immense cloud of regulatory uncertainty over families, farms, and businesses
that want simply to put their own land to good use.

The "WOTUS" Rule has been universally criticized by chambers of commerce and other
organizations opposed to national control ofland management. Indeed, the U.S. Chamber of
Commerce has denounced the rule for putting the EPA "effectively in charge of zoning the entire
country."2

The National Association of Manufacturers says that the EPA's and Army Corps's rule
"exerts power over a staggering range of man-made and isolated features -  even if they are
usually dry or too small to appear on a map. The definitions are complex and vague, and often
require case-by-case determinations by the agencies." 3

And the National Association of Homebuilders sums up the rule's disastrous impact on
everyday lives: "While many wetlands and streams are an important part of the ecosystem and
should be protected, the new definition represents federal overreach of the worst kind: more
permits, more regulation and more costs without a corresponding environmental benefit. The
new 'waters of the U.S." definition means, for example, that a builder in Arizona would have to
get a pennit for an activity in a dry desert wash that could be 30 miles from the nearest river.
Such intrusive federal encroachment is bad governance and will inevitably lead to bureaucratic
delays, increased project costs and mitigation fees, and ultimately, decreased housing
affordability."4

Simply put, the Waters of the United States Rule runs roughshod over both federalism
and the limits that Congress imposed upon these federal agencies. It should be rescinded
through

Page 1 of
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( ') notice-and-comment rulemaking, beginning with an executive order directing the
agencies to
repeal the rule.

And while that process is pending, the President should direct the agencies to exercise
their enforcement discretion very carefully, by honoring the bright line drawn by Justice Scalia
in his opinion for the Court's four-justice plurality in Rapanos v. United States (2006).
"Navigable waters" should include only waters that are navigable in fact-only "continuous
flow[s] of water in a permanent channel," and not merely "intermittent flows," let alone ditches
or drains that are only rarely damp.

C

Page 3 of
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NEXT STEPS: LITIGATION

Like the Clean Power Plan, the "Waters of the United States" rule promulgated by the
EPA and Army Corps already is the subject of major litigation. A federal district court issued a
preliminary injunction prohibiting the agencies from enforcing it while appeals are pending.
More importantly, a similar prohibition - a "stay" pending appeal- has been issued by the U.S.
Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit, the court that will hear all cases challenging the merits of
the rule.

Under Sixth Circuit's briefing schedule (dated June 14, 2016, in case nos. 15-3751 et al.),
briefing in this case will not conclude until after the inauguration, on Feb. 17, 2017.  Oral
argument will then follow, meaning that a decision will not be reached until well into 2017- and
the stay-pending-appeal will prevent enforcement of the rule until that time .

Thus, as with the Clean Power Plan , the court's stay-pending-appeal is a gift, because it
gives the new Administration space to formulate its own policy free of any obligation to continue
to implement the Obama Administration's policy.

But to leverage the court' s temporary relief for as long as possible, the new
Administration must take immediate steps to freeze the litigation itself in place: for as long as the
litigation is frozen, the Court's stay-pendin g-appeal order remains locked in place, too .

This executive order contains express language ordering the Justice Department to file a
motion in the Sixth Circuit requesting that the litigation be held in abeyance- see Section 2(c).
The parties challenging the rule would almost certainly join that motion, greatly increasing the
likelihood that the court will grant the motion.

But even if that litigation-management language is ultimately removed from the
executive order itself, it is incumbent upon the new Administration, through the Justice
Department representing the EPA and USACE, to immediately take affirmative steps to hold the
current litigation in abeyance , allowing the Sixth Circuit's stay to remain in effect indefinitely.

Page 5 of
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To: Fort, Daniel[Fort.Daniel@epa.gov]

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Mon 4/17/2017 11:38:51 PM

Subject: Re: REMINDER: You owe us information!

How about right after your 3.30 meeting?
Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 17,2017, at 2:18 PM, Fort, Daniel <Fort.Daniel@epa.gov> wrote:

Well....OK. Any particular good time for you? I've got meetings (all EDT) from 9AM —
11AM and then from 2PM — 3:30PM.

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Monday, April 17, 2017 4:27 PM

To: Fort, Daniel <Fort.Daniel@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: REMINDER: You owe us information!

Dan. We will have to do this via phone. I am working from West Coast.

Doug Ericksen
Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 14, 2017, at 12:54 PM, Fort, Daniel <Fort.Daniel@epa.gov> wrote:

Sure thing! Just name the time. | have to do new employee orientation at
9:45AM, but I'm free after that. Want me to come down to your office?
Remind me where that is. Also, send me an electronic invitation.

See you Monday.

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Friday, April 14, 2017 3:43:03 PM

To: Fort, Daniel

Subject: Re: REMINDER: You owe us information!
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Can we go over it on Monday? [ cannot think it will take long. My life is not
complicated

Doug Ericksen
Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 14, 2017, at 9:17 AM, Fort, Daniel <Fort.Daniel@epa.gov> wrote:

Well, you did submit your first draft of the report. But, we sent you back
the comments below on 3/17 that you need to respond to. I'm
telecommuting today, but I'll can be reached by phone or email. I'm also
physically back in the office on Monday.

Personal Matters/Ex. 6
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Personal Matters/Ex. 6

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Friday, April 14, 2017 11:20:43 AM

Cc: Fort, Daniel

Subject: Re: REMINDER: You owe us information!

Dan. When is a good time to talk about correcting my report? I thought I had
finished it.

Doug Ericksen
Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 11, 2017, at 10:57 AM, Fugh, Justina <Fugh.Justina@epa.gov> wrote:

Hi Doug,

Dan Fort (copied here) is your contact person. If you have your EPA
laptop with you, he can help you via Skype for Business.

Justina
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Justina Fugh | Senior Counsel
i

for Ethics | Office of General Counsel | US EPA | Mail Code

2311A | Room 4308 North, William Jefferson Clinton Federal Building | Washington, BC
20480 (for ground deliveries, use 20004 for the zip code) | phone 202-564-1786 | fax 202-564-

1772

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Monday, April 10, 2017 12:32 PM

To: Fugh, Justina <Fugh.Justina@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: REMINDER: You owe us information!

Justina,

| will need some help getting this done.

I am on the West Coast right now.

Who should | reach out to for assistance?

Doug Ericksen

From: Fugh, Justina

Sent: Thursday, April 6, 2017 10:44 AM

To: Ericksen, Doug <ericksen.doug@epa.gov>
Subject: REMINDER: You owe us information!
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Hi,

On March 17, OGC/Ethics returned your new entrant report to you
with comments (see below). You have not yet finalized your report,
so we can'’t certify it. Your report has been requested by the public,
so you need to answer our questions so we can certify your report.
Otherwise, we may not have any choice but to release it as is.

Comments of Reviewing Officials

Personal Matters/Ex. 6
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Personal Matters/Ex. 6

Justina Fugh | Senior Counsel for Ethics | Office of General Counsel | US EPA | Mail Code
2311A | Room 4308 North, William Jefferson Clinton Federal Building | Washington, DC

20460 (for ground deliveries, use 20004 for the zip code) | phone 202-564-1788 | fax 202-564-
1772
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To: Schnare, David[schnare.david@epa.gov]; Kreutzer, David[kreutzer.david@epa.gov]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Tue 3/14/2017 3:52:24 PM

Subject: Non-EPA response team

David and David,

As you time allows I would like to sit down with you to put together a list of scientists and
professionals who can provide balance to the climate change CO2 conversation.

We can discuss more in person.

Doug Ericksen
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To: Personal Email/Ex. 6

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Tue 2/21/2017 12:48:42 PM

Subject: Emailing: Clean power Plandje.docx, Climate, GHG, coaldje.docx, endangerment
findingdje.docx, Final - Climate Change (002).docx, GHG reportingdje.docx, Message points for
Executive Orders that Impact the EPAdje.docx

Clean power Plandje.docx

Climate, GHG, coaldje.docx

endangerment findingdje.docx

Final - Climate Change (002).docx

GHG reportingdje.docx

Message points for Executive Orders that Impact the EPAdje.docx

Your message is ready to be sent with the following file or link attachments:

Clean power Plandje.docx

Climate, GHG, coaldje.docx

endangerment findingdje.docx

Final - Climate Change (002).docx

GHG reportingdje.docx

Message points for Executive Orders that Impact the EPAdje.docx

Note: To protect against computer viruses, e-mail programs may prevent sending or receiving certain
types of file attachments. Check your e-mail security settings to determine how attachments are handled.
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Message Points: Withdrawal of the EPA’s “Clean Power Rule”

The “Clean Power Rule” was a clear and unconstitutional over reach by the EPA. The past
Administration attempted to circumvent the United States Congress and promulgate a rule
exceeding their authority.

Many states have been engaged in legal action on this rule and the courts have ruled in favor of

the states to this stage.

Under this Executive order we will withdraw the rule and work with the states and Congress
ensure that we balance our economy, energy production, and our environment.

This executive order will encourage domestic energy production, create jobs, propel our
economy, and do it as the world leaders in technology and environmental protection.
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Message Points: CLIMATE CHANGE, GREEN HOUSE GASES, WAR ON COAL EXECUTIVE ORDER

The President has issued an executive order making it very clear that we will utilize domestic
energy resources in an environmentally responsible fashion. | am looking forward to working
with the career professionals at the EPA to implement this vision.

Rule, regulations, and executive orders over the past eight years, and even longer, have harmed
our ability to create good jobs in America. We will bring balance back to the system, we will
protect our environment, and we will create new manufacturing opportunities in the states.

The President’s Executive Order eliminates the overreach of the EPA and focuses on State’s
rights by pulling back rules and regulations that clearly exceeded the authority of the EPA, such
as the so called Clean Power Rule.

This executive order will help return power back to the states where it belongs. The EPA will
again become a partner with the states for environmental protection and economic

development.

Under this executive order we will return to science based decision making. More voices will be
heard. There will be more seats at the table. Science will drive our decision making process.
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Message Points: Endangerment Finding Reconsideration

It is time to revisit the endangerment finding the carbon poses an air quality threat to human
health.

The Endangerment Finding provides the basis for many actions taken by the EPA since 2009. It
is vitally important the United States that we apply the highest scientific rigor and process as we
revisit this finding.

The process used to reach conclusions in the 2009 Endangerment Finding needs to be improved
to allow more voices to be heard and allow the science that was not considered to be
considered.

We will let the science guide us on this issue as we revisit the 2009 Finding.
In order to accomplish the goals of the Executive Order we will apply “Guidelines for Ensuring

and Maximizing the Quality, Objectivity, Utility, and Integrity of Information Disseminated by
Federal Agencies.”
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EXECUTIVE ORDER

War on Coal:
Restoring the Rule of Law, Federalism, and Economic Growth
by Rescinding Climate Change Directives

By the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and the laws of the United States
of America, and in recognition of Congress's power to determine whether and how to effectuate
Federal regulation of greenhouse gas emissions, or otherwise respond to the potential for climate
change; the opportunity costs imposed by federal climate change activities that diminish the
ability of Departments and Agencies to meet their core responsibilities; the States' traditional
power to regulate electricity generation, distribution, and use; the principle that the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) shall, when implementing the Clean Air Act programs
of this nation, work cooperatively with the States to achieve shared environmental goals; and
the imperative to promote policies in the national interest and for the benefit of American
workers and their families; it is hereby ordered as follows:

Section 1. Policy.

It is in the national interest to ensure that the nation's electricity is affordable, reliable, safe,
secure, and clean, and available to be produced from coal, natural gas, nuclear power,
hydropower, other renewables, and other domestic sources.

It is the policy of the United States that executive departments and agencies including the EPA
shall take appropriate actions, to the extent consistent with applicable law, to ensure clean air
and clean water for the American people in cooperation with the States and according to
standards both as set forth by Congress, in respect of the proper roles of Congress and the States
concerning these matters in our constitutional republic.

It is the policy of the United States that federal regulations and directives be based on careful
consideration of science and principles of science reflecting input from the entirety of the
scientific community; and that those agencies with statutory responsibility for regulation and
formulation of directives integrate scientific knowledge in the first instance, rather than rely on
that conducted by other units of government or international bodies.

It is the policy of the United States that when promulgating federal regulations for the
environment, it is necessary to ensure that policy solutions comport with the law, provide
substantially more benefits than the costs imposed, accurately gauge those costs, reflect the
opportunity costs of policy solutions, achieve meaningful environmental improvements for the
American people, and are developed through transparent procedures using the best available
science.

Sec. 2. Rescission of Certain Climate-Related Actions.

(a) The following Presidential actions are hereby revoked:
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Executive Order 13754 of December 9, 2016, which addressed Northern Bering Sea Climate
Resilience.

Executive Order 13653 of November 1, 2013, which required certain actions by the Federal
government and other entities concerning climate change;

Executive Order 13677 of September 23, 2014 (Climate-Resilient International Development),
which set requirements for systematically integrating climate-resilience considerations into U.S.
international development work;

The Presidential Memorandum of June 25, 2013, concerning "Power Sector Carbon Pollution
Standards”, 78 Fed. Reg. 39,535 (July 1, 2013);

The Report of the Executive Office of the President entitled, "The President's Climate Action
Plan," dated June 2013; and,

The Presidential Memorandum of September 21, 2016, entitled, “Climate Change and National
Security”.

The Presidential Memorandum of December 5, 2013, entitled “Federal Leadership on Energy
Management.”

The Presidential Memorandum of February 03, 2010, entitled, “A Comprehensive Federal
Strategy on Carbon Capture and Storage.

(b)  Executive Order 13693 of March 19, 2015, (Planning for Federal Sustainability in the
Next Decade), which directed Federal actions to improve environmental performance and
Federal sustainability, is amended by deleting: (1) section 1 through section 15; (2) the first
sentence of section 16(a); (3) “Therefore,” of the second sentence of section 16(a); (3) sections
16(d) through 16(e); and sections 17 through 20.

(c) The Administrator of EPA, the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ), and heads of
all executive departments and agencies shall (i) promptly identify every order, rule, regulation,
guideline, or policy implementing or enforcing the Presidential actions listed in subparagraph
(a); (i1) specify the source of authority for each; (iii) shall terminate, effective today, any actions
based on said Presidential actions immediately, and otherwise stay and move to rescind each
such activity (including funding) until the Office of Management and Budget authorizes/directs
reinvestment, modification or cessation of the program/project, unless required unambiguously
by statute.

Sec. 3. United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC).

(a) On March 17, 2016, the State of Palestine became a Party to the UNFCCC, an affiliated
organization of the United Nations. Since March 17, 2016, the United States has continued to
make contributions, including financial contributions, to the Convention, which are contrary to
section 410(1) of Public Law 103-236, the Foreign Relations Authorization Act, Fiscal Years

2
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1994 and 1995, and are violations of the Antideficiency Act.

(b) Each Executive Department or Agency shall immediately terminate, effective today, all
contributions, including financial contributions, to the UNFCCC, including its subsidiary bodies,
its financial mechanisms (Green Climate Fund and Global Environment Facility), the Least
Developed Countries Fund, the Special Climate Change Fund, the Adaptation Fund, as well to
the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) for any UNFCCC-requested Special
Report, Methodological Report, or Technical Report.

() Each Executive Department or Agency who have made contributions, including financial
contributions, to the UNFCCC, from March 17, 2016 to today, are directed to report immediately
the amounts of those contributions to the Office of Management and Budget and to make every
effort to recover those amounts from the UNFCCC, including its subsidiary bodies, its financial
mechanisms (Green Climate Fund and Global Environment Facility), the Least Developed
Countries Fund, the Special Climate Change Fund, the Adaptation Fund, as well from the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), as appropriate.

(d) Pursuant to Article 25 of the UNFCCC, the United States withdraws from the UNFCCC,
including the “Paris Agreement” of 2015.

(e) The Department of State is directed to immediately give written notification of its
withdrawal to the Depository per Article 25(1) of the UNFCCC, to wit, the Secretary-General of
the United Nations.

Sec. 4. Withdrawal of the EPA's "Clean Power Plan" and Related Rules.

(a) On February 10, 2015, the United States Supreme Court stayed implementation of EPA’s
“Clean Power Plan”, which regulation remains stayed by that Court’s order. Section 705 of the
Administrative Procedures Act, 5 U.S.C. 705, provides further legal authority for this
Administration to establish an additional executive stay of the Clean Power Plan. In particular,
Section 705 authorizes the Administration, when it "finds that justice so requires," to postpone
the effective date of agency action pending judicial review.

For the reasons justifying the stay order of the Supreme Court, and other pertinent reasons set
forth by the States opposing the Clean Power Plan and related rules, I hereby find that justice
requires a permanent, administrative stay and consideration for revision or withdrawal of the
Clean Power Plan and similar and related rules. To that end, the Administrator of EPA shall
promptly administratively stay the final rules listed in subparagraph (b) pursuant to the authority
recognized by Section 705 of the Administrative Procedure Act.

The Administrator of the EPA shall also consider petitions filed with the Agency to reconsider
the Clean Power Plan and, where appropriate, grant such petitions where the effect of such
grants would effectuate the purposes of this Executive Order.

The Administrator of EPA shall immediately take all steps necessary to effectuate the lawful
withdrawal and rescission of the final rules listed in subparagraph (b) below, along with any
orders, rules, regulations, guidelines, or policies implementing or enforcing those final rules, to
the extent consistent with law, and shall terminate, effective today, any actions based on those
rules. The Administrator shall also promptly take final action to withdraw the proposed rules

3

ED_001612_00022210-00003



listed in subparagraph (b) below. Where appropriate, the Administrator shall simultaneously
take action to promulgate in revised form any of the rules listed in subparagraph (b) below.

(b)  Final or proposed rules for withdrawal or recession pursuant to subparagraph (a):

Final Rule, "Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: Electric
Utility Generating Units," published at 80 Federal Register 64661 (October 23, 2015) (also
known as the "Clean Power Plan").

Final Rule, "Standards of Performance for Greenhouse Gas Emissions from New, Modified, and
Reconstructed Stationary Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units," published at 80 Federal
Register 64509 (October 23, 2015).

Final Rule, “Standards of Performance for Municipal Solid Waste Landfills” published at 81
Federal Register 59332 (August 29, 2016).

Final Rule, “Oil and Natural Gas Sector: Emission Standards for New, Reconstructed, and
Modified Sources,” published at 81 Federal Register 35824 (June 3, 2016).

Final Rule, “Source Determination for Certain Emission Units in the Oil and Natural Gas
Sector,” published at 81 Federal Register 35622 (June 3, 2016).

Final Rule, “Finding That Greenhouse Gas Emissions From Aircraft Cause or Contribute to Air
Pollution That May Reasonably Be Anticipated To Endanger Public Health and Welfare,”
published at 81 Federal Register 54421 (August 15, 20167); and the associated EPA denial of
the Biogenic CO2 Coalition’s petition for reconsideration of this final action.

Revised Guidance, “Guidance for Implementing Section 141 of the Energy Independence and
Security Act of 2007, Federal Vehicle Fleets and Low Greenhouse Gas-Emitting Vehicles,”
published at EPA-420-B-16-055 (May 2016).

Proposed Rule, "Federal Plan Requirements for Greenhouse Gas Emissions From Electric Utility
Generating Units Constructed on or Before January 8, 2014; Model Trading Rules; Amendments
to Framework Regulations; Proposed Rule," 80 Federal Register 64966 (October 23, 2015).

Proposed Rule, “Revisions to the Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) and Title V
Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Permitting Regulations and Establishment of a Significant Emissions
Rate (SER) for GHG Emissions Under the PSD Program,” published at 81 Federal Register
68110 (October 3, 2016).

(¢)  The Administrator shall have the discretion to commence administrative proceedings
both to reconsider and to rescind the rules listed in subparagraph (b) in a manner that is
consistent with the Clean Air Act and other applicable law including the limitations on the
Administrator's discretion and consistent with constitutional principles of federalism and
separation of powers, while also providing for significant interagency input in the Administrator'
s reconsideration processes and any subsequent related rulemaking processes, if any.

4
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(d)  The Administrator shall rescind EPA's "Legal Memorandum Accompanying Clean Power
Plan for Certain Issues," which was published in conjunction with the Clean Power Plan, and
said memorandum shall be of no further force or effect.

(e) With respect to litigation before the Federal courts related to rules listed in subparagraph
(b) of this Section, the Administrator shall take all available measures to effectuate the directive
in subparagraph (a), including by promptly directing the U.S. Department of Justice to seek
remand of the final rules listed in subparagraph (b) by judicial orders holding all litigation
concerning the final rules listed in subparagraph (b) in abeyance until such time as the
Administrator takes final action to rescind the Clean Power Plan. The Administrator shall
immediately cease all efforts related to implementation of the actions listed in subparagraph (b),
including without limitation by immediately ceasing any expenditures related to implementation
of the final rules listed in subparagraph (b) except as directly required by applicable
appropriations.

® The Secretary of the Interior shall immediately take all steps necessary to effectuate the
lawful withdrawal and recission of the Final Rule, “Oil and Gas: Hydraulic Fracturing on
Federal and Indian Lands,” published at 80 Federal Register 16128 (March 26, 2016), and all
other rules and guidance published pursuant thereto.

Sec. 5. Withdrawal of the Greenhouse Gases Endangerment Finding

Pursuant to Section 705 of the Administrative Procedures Act, 5 U.S.C. 705, I hereby find that
justice requires a permanent, administrative stay and revision or withdrawal of the
“Endangerment and Cause or Contribute Findings for Greenhouse Gases Under Section 202(a)
of the Clean Air Act” published at 74 Federal Register 66496 (December 15, 2009).

The Administrator of the EPA shall also consider petitions filed with the Agency to reconsider
the this or any other related endangerment finding and, where appropriate, grant such petitions
where the effect of such grants would effectuate the purposes of this Executive Order.

In conducting its reconsideration, revision or withdrawal of endangerment findings, EPA shall
rigorously apply EPA and OMB “Guidelines for Ensuring and Maximizing the Quality,
Objectivity, Utility, and Integrity of Information Disseminated by Federal Agencies.”

Sec. 6. GHG Reporting Rule

The EPA Administrator shall review and, unless not justified by sound science or legal
constraints, grant requests or petitions for reconsideration of the Subpart W Greenhouse Gas
Reporting rule, and engage in rule-making intended to remedy that rule’s most onerous

requirements.

Sec. 7. Social Cost of Greenhouse Gases
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(a) I find that multiple independent reviews of the basis for estimating a social cost of carbon
or greenhouse gases document the fundamental weaknesses in these estimators. They fail to
meet the requirements of appropriate use of information disseminated by federal agencies under
the Information Quality Act guidelines and as such are without sufficient quality, objectivity,
utility, and integrity to support decision-making regarding the value of greenhouse gas
reductions.

(b) The Interagency Working Group on Social Cost of Greenhouse Gases shall be dissolved
immediately.

() The guidance document titled “Technical Support Document: Technical Update of the
Social Cost of Carbon for Regulatory Impact Analysis Under Executive Order 12866 (July
2015), and all predecessor or successor documents, and any other guidance or policies
promulgated thereto are hereby rescinded.

(d) The guidance document titled “Addendum to Technical Support Document on Social
Cost of Carbon for Regulatory Impact Analysis under Executive Order 12866: Application of the
Methodology to Estimate the Social Cost of Methane and the Social Cost of Nitrous Oxide”
(August 2016), and all predecessor or successor documents, and any other guidance or policies
promulgated thereto is hereby rescinded.

(e) All regulatory agencies and any Executive Branch Department or Agency preparing
environmental assessments or impact statements shall immediately suspend use of “Social Cost
of Carbon” or the “Social Cost of Greenhouse Gases” or the “Social Cost of Methane” or the
“Social Cost of Nitrous Oxide” estimates in any regulatory or National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA) analyses.

) Each Agency or Department shall (i) report to OMB, CEQ and CEA each instance in
which the “Social Cost of Carbon” or the “Social Cost of Greenhouse Gases” or the “Social Cost
of Methane” or the “Social Cost of Nitrous Oxide” has been used (specifying the regulation,
guidance or analysis); (ii) amend any environmental assessments or environmental impact
analyses prepared under NEPA, withdrawing any reliance upon an estimated “Social Cost of
Carbon” or the “Social Cost of Greenhouse Gases” or the “Social Cost of Methane” or the
“Social Cost of Nitrous Oxide”; and (ii1) amend any regulatory impact analysis for any major
rule to eliminating any reliance upon “Social Cost of Carbon” or the “Social Cost of Greenhouse
Gases” or the “Social Cost of Methane” or the “Social Cost of Nitrous Oxide” estimates.

Sec. 8. NEPA

Consonant with other sections of this Executive Order, the following memorandum and guidance
promulgated by the Council on Environmental Quality is hereby revoked:

Final Guidance for Federal Departments and Agencies on Consideration of Greenhouse

Gas Emissions and the Effects of Climate Change in National Environmental Policy Act
Reviews, Dated August 1, 2016.
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Each Agency or Department shall (i) report to CEQ and CEA each instance in which NEPA
analyses incorporated or otherwise applied the above identified Final Guidance, or drafts of that
Guidance (specifying the regulation, guidance or analysis); (ii) amend any environmental
assessments or environmental impact analyses prepared under NEPA, withdrawing any reliance
upon the Draft or Final Guidance; and (iii) amend any regulatory impact analysis for any major
rule to eliminating any reliance upon the Draft or Final Guidance.

Sec. 9. General Provisions
(a)  Nothing in this order shall be construed to impair or otherwise affect (i) authority granted
by law to a department or agency, or the head thereof; or (ii) functions of the Director of the

Office of Management and Budget relating to budget, administrative, or legislative proposals.

(b)  This order shall be implemented consistent with applicable law and subject to the
availability of appropriations.

(c) This order is not intended to, and does not, create any right or benefit, substantive or

procedural, enforceable at law or in equity by any party against the United States, its
departments, agencies, or entities, its officers, employees, or agents, or any other person.

THE WHITE HOUSE,
January 20, 2017
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Message Points: Green House Gas Reporting Rule

e The President has directed the EPA through Executive Order to fully review the Green House
Gas Reporting Rule.

e Under this direction | will work with the career professionals at the EPA reconsider this rule, and
work to remedy the most onerous aspects of this rule.

e We will grant requests or petitions for reconsideration as we work to fix this rule.
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Message points

For Overall Theme on Executive Orders that Impact the EPA

¢ The President of the United States has issued a number of Executive Orders that give direction
to the Environmental Protection Agency. | am looking forward to working with the career
professionals at the EPA to implement these Executive Orders.

e The Executive orders issued by the President will focus our time, our resources, and our energy
on the core functions of the EPA—Protecting public health and the environment. We are
looking forward to the challenge.

e The President has sent a clear message with his executive orders, we are going to protect public
health and the environment while creating more manufacturing jobs here in America and
utilizing our vast energy resources. | know that we can do it.

e Executive Orders issued by the President make it clear that we are going to expand the number
people at the table, not limit the number. We are going hear from more voices, not fewer. We
are going to become more transparent, not less.

e Science will drive the decisions of the EPA. We will increase the number of scientists who have
the ability to shape our future, not limit the number. EPA shall rigorously apply EPA and OMB
“Guidelines for Ensuring and Maximizing the Quality, Objectivity, Utility, and Integrity of
Information Disseminated by Federal Agencies”.

e We need to understand and remember that when a person uses the word “consensus” they are
no longer speaking as a scientist but as a politician.

e Qver the past 8 years, and even longer, the EPA has drifted away from its core mission of
protecting public health and the environment. The Executive Orders issued by the President are
the first steps towards returning to the core mission.

e The Executive Orders issued by the President make it clear we are going to invest in America, we
are going to work with States. We are going to drive resources to projects that clean up and
protect our environment, to projects that ensure safe drinking water, and we will move away
from those activities which are not part of our core mission.

TEXT OF EO:

By the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and the laws of the United States
of America, and in recognition of Congress's power to determine whether and how to effectuate
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Federal regulation of greenhouse gas emissions, or otherwise respond to the potential for climate
change; the opportunity costs imposed by federal climate change activities that diminish the
ability of Departments and Agencies to meet their core responsibilities; the States' traditional
power to regulate electricity generation, distribution, and use; the principle that the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) shall, when implementing the Clean Air Act programs
of this nation, work cooperatively with the States to achieve shared environmental goals; and
the imperative to promote policies in the national interest and for the benefit of American
workers and their families; it is hereby ordered as follows:

Section 1. Policy.

It is in the national interest to ensure that the nation's electricity is affordable, reliable, safe,
secure, and clean, and available to be produced from coal, natural gas, nuclear power,
hydropower, other renewables, and other domestic sources.

It is the policy of the United States that executive departments and agencies including the EPA
shall take appropriate actions, to the extent consistent with applicable law, to ensure clean air
and clean water for the American people in cooperation with the States and according to
standards both as set forth by Congress, in respect of the proper roles of Congress and the States
concerning these matters in our constitutional republic.

It is the policy of the United States that federal regulations and directives be based on careful
consideration of science and principles of science reflecting input from the entirety of the
scientific community; and that those agencies with statutory responsibility for regulation and
formulation of directives integrate scientific knowledge in the first instance, rather than rely on
that conducted by other units of government or international bodies.

It is the policy of the United States that when promulgating federal regulations for the
environment, it is necessary to ensure that policy solutions comport with the law, provide
substantially more benefits than the costs imposed, accurately gauge those costs, reflect the
opportunity costs of policy solutions, achieve meaningful environmental improvements for the
American people, and are developed through transparent procedures using the best available
science.
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To: rbravender@eenews.net[rbravender@eenews.net]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Tue 2/14/2017 2:15:30 PM

Subject: Ericksen at EPA

Good morning Robin.

Saw the headline on the story that referenced that I was “eyeing” an EPA post.

I think that this headline is very misleading.

I was asked a question at a press conference and I clearly stated that I have a temporary job with
the EPA, I do not want to live in DC, and that if the Trump administration were to offer me a
regional job with Interior, AG, or EPA I would consider it. [ think that I was also clear that no
offers had been made and no discussions had taken place on that subject.

I don’t know who writes you headlines, but this one is causing me a lot of serious problems at
work yesterday and today.

All the best.

Doug Ericksen
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To: Borges-Silva, Quentin[Borges-Silva.Quentin@epa.gov]

From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Mon 4/17/2017 8:29:01 PM

Subject: Re: why is epa.gov hosting a copy of the entire website as of January 19, 2017?

Thank you for your email. I am no longer working in communications. Please contact John
Konkus.

Doug
Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 14, 2017, at 9:31 AM, Borges-Silva, Quentin <Borges-Silva.Quentin(@epa.gov> wrote:

Good afternoon, Mr. Ericksen.

| sent you a correspondence policy suggestion on February 1 but received no
response. | am writing to you today about a discovery | just made and to ask why
EPA is hosting a copy of its website as it existed the day before President Trump’s
inauguration? https:/19january2017snapshot.epa.qgov/

| work in communications in the Office of Pesticide Programs and am, therefore,
quite familiar with Agency web policy. Agency policy prohibits posting redundant
content, and the date associated with this site strongly suggests that its creation
and posting was a partisan political act that may violate the Hatch Act. The Drupal
web management system that EPA uses records the identity of people who post
and edit web pages, but my administrative rights in Drupal are currently limited to
Pesticide Program areas. With my current credentials, | cannot see who posted the
January 19 snapshot. If you decide this issue is worth looking into and correcting, |
would be happy to assist you.

Sincerely,

Quentin Borges-Silva

EPA's Office of Pesticide Programs
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“Protecting Human Health & the Environment”
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To: Davenport, Coral[coral.davenport@nytimes.com]
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Wed 1/25/2017 3:33:35 PM

Subject: Re: Have a moment to chat this morning?

In a meeting
Will call soon

Sent from my iPhone

On Jan 25, 2017, at 10:32 AM, Davenport, Coral <coral.davenport(@nytimes.com> wrote:

Now following up reports that y'all have been asked to take down climate website and data.
can you give a call?

Cheers,

cd

Coral Davenport

Energy and Environment Correspondent
The New York Times

Washington Bureau

1627 I St. NW, Suite 700

Washington, DC 20006
coral.davenport@nvtimes.com

0 202-862-0359

ED_001612_00022215-00001



To: Personal Email/Ex. 6
From: Ericksen, Doug

Sent: Tue 2/21/2017 12:48:41 PM

Subject: Emailing: draft recusal statement.docx, Hatch Act chart December 2015 (003).docx, PPO Bio
Sheet.pdf, rec letter 10.docx

draft recusal statement.docx

Hatch Act chart December 2015 (003).docx

PPO Bio Sheet.pdf

rec letter 10.docx

Your message is ready to be sent with the following file or link attachments:

draft recusal statement.docx

Hatch Act chart December 2015 (003).docx
PPO Bio Sheet.pdf

rec letter 10.docx

Note: To protect against computer viruses, e-mail programs may prevent sending or receiving certain
types of file attachments. Check your e-mail security settings to determine how attachments are handled.
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

.§ Washington, D.C. 20460
v&“
’ T Pﬁmﬁc’(@
OFFICE OF
THE ADMINISTRATOR
MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Recusal Statement

FROM: Doug Ericksen
Senior Advisor

TO: Don Benton
Senior White House Advisor

Charles Munoz
White House Liaison

As required by 18 U.S.C. § 208(a), I will not participate personally and substantially in
any particular matter that has a direct and predictable effect on my financial interests or those of
any other person whose interests are imputed to me unless I first obtain a written waiver,
pursuant to § 208(b)(1), or qualify for a regulatory exemption, pursuant to § 208(b)(2). I
understand that the interests of the following persons are imputed to me: my spouse, minor
children, or any general partner; any organization in which I serve as officer, director, trustee,
general partner or employee; and any person or organization with which I am negotiating or have
an arrangement concerning prospective employment.

Because [ am employed as an outside activity by the State of Washington, I am recused
from participating personally and substantially in any particular matter that would have a direct
and predictable effect on the State. My recusal covers not only particular matters involving
specific parties in which the State of Washington is or represents a party, but also particular
matters of general applicability such as rulemakings, guidances, and policies that focus on all
States, which is the discrete and identifiable class in which Washington is included.

In consultation with the Office of General Counsel, [ will revise and update this
memorandum whenever is warranted by changed circumstances, including changes in my

financial interests, my personal or business relationships, or the nature of my official duties.

cc: Justina Fugh, Senior Counsel for Ethics
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Updated December 2015
Political Activities and Federal Employees

The Hatch Act, enacted in 1939, was amended in 1993 and 2012. |t regulates the political activities of executive branch
employees, excluding the President and Vice President. The following table summarizes what political activities EPA
employees can and cannot do based on their appointment. Note: Public Health Service officers must adhere to 45 CFR Part
73, Subpart F, which is most similar to the Career SES/ALJ column.

Political activity means an activity “dirscted toward the success or failure of a
political party, a candidate for partisan political office, or a partisan political group.”

Non-Career SES,
L Schedule C* Career

Type of Activity PAS* | Titie 42, SL /éT, iEfs

AD*, GS, Other
Express support for or opposition to a political candidate when off duty Yes Yes Yes
Run as a partisan candidate for nomination or office in a partisan election No No No
Solicit and accept contributions for your campaign in a non-partisan election Yes Yes Yes
Solicit a contribution from a member of your union N/A Yes N/A
Work a phone bank asking individuals to volunteer Yes Yes No
Campaign on behalf of a candidate in a partisan election Yes Yes No
Be active on behalf of a candidate at political rallies or meetings Yes Yes No
Attend political rallies and meetings Yes Yes Yes
Contribute money to political organizations Yes Yes Yes
Work in non-partisan voter registration drives Yes Yes Yes
Register and vote Yes Yes Yes
Sign a nominating petition Yes Yes Yes
Distribute campaign material in a partisan election Yes Yes No
Work as an election judge, poll watcher, clerical worker on election day Yes Yes Yes
Drive people to polling station on behalf of a campaign Yes Yes No

Use office time for political activity

Use official space for political activity in general

Attend a political fundraiser Yes Yes Yes
Solicit, accept or receive political contributions in general No No No
Solicit or receive a political contribution on government premises No No No
Plan or organize a political fundraiser when off duty Yes Yes No
Sponsor, host, or allow your name as sponsor/host for a political fundraiser No No No
Serve drinks or check coats at a political fundraiser Yes Yes No
Speak at a partisan fundraiser without appealing for money Yes Yes No
Allow only your name to be listed as speaker on fundraising invitation Yes Yes No

*PAS = Political Appointee Confirmed by the Senate; Schedule C = political appointees not confirmed by Senate;
AD = Administratively Determined; SES = Senior Executive Service
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The White House
Presidential Personnel Office
SKC/SES BIO SHEET

This information is necessary to begin the clearance process. Return to White House Liaison when completed.

PART I: PERSONAL INFORMATION (TO BE COMPLETED BY THE CANDIDATE)

1. FULL NAME (Last, First, Middle): 2. SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER:

Douglas John Ericksen SSN/Ex. 6
3. CURRENT RESIDENTIAL ADDRESS (Number, Stre:et, City, State, ZIP Code)

Personal Address/Ex. 6

4. VOTING ADDRESS IN 2016 (Number, Street, City, State, ZIP Code, if different than current address)
same as above

5. PLACE OF BIRTH (City, State; if not U.S., state, country) 6. GENDER i 7. DATE OF BIRTH !
Personal Matters/Ex. 6 Male | Personal Matters/Ex. 6
8. ETHNIC HERITAGE 9. RACE 10. POLITICAL PARTY
Personal Matters/Ex. 6 Personal ttesiex.o Republican
11. HOME PHONE 12. CELL PHONE I 13. WORK PHONE
Personal Phone/Ex. 6 Personal Phone/Ex. 6 360-786-7682
14. PERSONAL EMAIL 15. WORK EMAIL
Personal Email/Ex. 6 Doug@SenatorEricksen.com
16. CURRENT POSITION (Title, Company) 17. WORK ADDRESS (Number, Street, City, State, Zip)
State Senator Washington State |414 Legislative Building Olympia, WA 98504-0442

18. PLEASE LIST ALL SOCIAL MEDIA ACCOUNTS (Or say none if you have none)

Facebook--personal under Doug Ericksen Facebook—-Senate under Senator Ericksen
Campaign Web page at www.DougEricksen.com  Legislative web page www.SenatorEricksen.com
Twitter account is inactive for past several years

19. EDUCATION (Degree, Institution, Year) 20. AWARDS
BA Government Cornell University 1991 Several legislator of year awards from various
MA Environmental Policy Western Washington pro-business organizations.
University 1995
21. MILITARY SERVICE (Rank, Branch, Years) 22. PREVIOUS PRESIDENTIAL APPOINTMENTS
none EPA Transition Team 2017
PART II: POSITION INFORMATION (TO BE COMPLETED BY WHITE HOUSE LIAISON)
1. POSITION TITLE 2. AGENCY
